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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  310 


CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT  AMENDMENT.  Amends  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  so  as  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons 
retiring  under  the  Act,  such  benefit  to  be  designated  by  the  employee'  at 
the  time  of  retirement.  The  survivorship  benefit  shall  be  equal  to  50$  of 
the  life  annuity  of  the  employee  whose  annuity  shall  be  reduced  by  5$  up  to 
$1500  of  such  annuity  and  10$  of  any  amount  over  $1500,  to  be  further  reduc¬ 
ed  by  3/4  of  1$  for  each  year  the  husband  or  wife  is  under  age  60  at  the  date 
of  employee’s  retirement,  the  total  reduction  not  to  exceed  25$  of  the  life 
annuity. 
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H.  R.  2944  was  introduced  by  Rep.  Murray  and  was  referred 
to  the  House  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
Print  of  the  bill  as  introduced. 

House  Committee  reported  H.  R.  2944  without  amendment. 
House  Report  274*  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

H.  R.  2944  passed  House  without  amendment. 

Print  of  the  bill  as  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee. 

Senate  Committee  reported  H.  R.  2944  without  amendment. 
Senate  Report  686.  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

H.  R.  2944  was  recommitted  to  the  ^enate  Committee. 

Senate  Committee  reported  H.  R.  2  944  with  amendment. 
Senate  Report  830.  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

H.  R.  2944  passed  Senate  as  reported. 

House  conferees  appointed. 

Senate  conferees  appointed. 

Senate  agreed  to  the  conference  report. 

House  received  the  conference  report.  House  Rept,  1339. 

House  agreed  to  the  conference  report. 

Approved.  Public  Law  310. 
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81st  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  2944 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

February  22, 1949 

Mr.  Murray  of  Tennessee  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represented 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

4  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

5  “(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  pro- 

6  visions  of  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of 
7^  retirement,  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  de- 

8  scribed  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 

9  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated 
10  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 
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50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the 
officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  he  equal  to 
90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths 
of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if 
any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty 
at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less 
than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of 
such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the 
month  in  which  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  occurs 
or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 
widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 
and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon 
his  or  her  death  or  remarriage.” 
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81st  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  ) 


Report 
No.  274 


AMENDING  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT  OF 

MAY  29,  1930 


March  21,  1949. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  McCarthy,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  U.  2944] 


The  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits 
for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  act,  having 
considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  without  amendment 
and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

STATEMENT 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for 
widowers  of  married  female  employees  who  retire  under  section  1,2, 
or  6  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended. 

Subsection  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended, 
February  28,  1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement 
under  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his 
lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a  continuing  annuity  after  his  death 
payable  to  his  widow.  The  bill  proposes  to  amend  subsection  4  (b) 
by  permitting  the  same  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  as  are  now 
provided  for  widows. 

At  a  hearing  before  the  committee  on  March  14,  representatives  ol 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  stated  that  the  Commission  was  favor¬ 
able  to  the  enactment  of  this  legislation,  and  pointed  out  that  no 
additional  cost  is  involved. 

Representatives  of  the  American  Federation  of  Government  Em¬ 
ployees,  Government  Employees’  Council,  National  Federation  of 
Federal  Employees,  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service  Employees 
of  the  United  States  Government,  National  Association  of  Retired 
Federal  Employees,  National  Federation  of  Post  Office  Clerks,  Na- 
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tional  Association  of  Post  Office  Custodial  Employees,  United  National 
Association  of  Post  Office  Clerks  and  the  National  Association  of 
Letter  Carriers  were  unanimous  in  their  approval  of  the  legislation. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  present  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  is  discriminatory  in  not  allowing  the  same  survivorship  benefits 
for  widowers  as  are  now  allowed  for  widows.  Also,  it  was  pointed 
out  at  the  hearing  that  subsection  4  (c)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  authorizes  an  unmarried  employee  (male  or  female),  retiring 
under  section  1  or  2,  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity  and  designate  a 
survivor  annuitant.  Thus,  at  the  present  time  a  prospective  benefi¬ 
ciary  of  an  unmarried  employee  stands  in  a  better  position  than  the 
husband  of  a  married  female  employee. 

This  bill  in  reality  is  in  the  nature  of  a  perfecting  amendment  to 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act.  The  report  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  dated  March  11,  1949,  with  respect  to  this  legislation  is 
as  follows: 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 

Washington  25,  D.  C.,  March  11,  1949. 

Hon.  Tom  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Murray:  I  have  vour  letter  of  March  1,  1949,  transmitting  copies 
of  II.  R.  2944,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons 
retiring  under  such  act,  and  requesting  the  comments  of  the  Commission  thereon. 

By  letter  of  February  28,  1949,  the  Commission  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  follows: 

“The  Commission  desires  to  present  to  the  Eighty-first  Congress  a  proposal  to 
correct  an  inequity  existing  in  the  present  retirement  law. 

“Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended  February  28, 
1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement  under  section  1,  2,  or  6 
of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his  lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a 
continuing  annuity  after  his  death  payable  to  his  widow.  Under  this  plan,  the 
annuity  otherwise  due  the  retiring  employee  is  reduced  by  10  percent,  plus  three- 
fourths  of  1  percent  for  each  full  year  (if  any)  the  wife  is  then  under  age  60,  the 
total  reduction  not  to  exceed  25  percent  in  any  case.  Section  4  (c)  authorizes, 
with  certain  restrictions,  an  unmarried  employee  (male  or  female)  retiring  under 
section  1  or  2  of  the  act  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity  and  designate  a  survivor 
annuitant. 

“It  will  therefore  be  noted  that  a  married  female  employee  may  not  name  a 
survivor  annuitant.  This,  the  Commission  feels,  is  discriminatory.  Instances 
are  not  rare  in  which  the  wife  is  the  sole  or  main  support  of  the  family  because  of 
incapacity  of  the  husband.  Aside  from  this  latter  aspect,  which  is  not  a  deter¬ 
mining  factor  in  existing  law,  the  female  employee,  being  subject  to  the  same 
deduction  and  other  obligations  as  the  male  employee,  should  be  in  a  position  to 
purchase,  by  a  reduction  in  her  own  annuity,  a  benefit  for  her  husband  if  she  so 
desires. 

“Draft  of  bill  to  effectuate  this  purpose  is  quoted  below: 

“  ‘Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“  ‘(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  provisions  of  section  1, 
2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may  at  the  time  of  retirement  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the 
life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 
payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated  by  the  officer 
or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  be  equal  to 
90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per  centum 
of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband 
is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case 
be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  such  widow  or 
widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  death  of  the 
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annuitant  occurs  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow's  or 
widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later,  and  such  annuity 
or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  death  or  remarriage  of  such  widow 
or  widower.’ 

“The  Commission,  therefore,  recommends  that  this  proposal  be  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that  favorable  action  be  taken  thereon. 

“The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
submission  of  this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress.” 

With  a  few  changes  in  wording  not  material  to  the  substance  of  the  proposal, 
H.  R.  2944  embodies  the  suggestions  made  to  the  Speaker.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  recommends  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  2944  into  law. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission: 

Very  sincerely  yours, 


Frances  Perkins,  Acting  President. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill, 
as  introduced,  are  shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be 
omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics, 
existing  law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman): 

Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 

Amended 

Sec.  4.  (a)  *  *  *. 

(b)  Any  officer  or  employee!,  if  a  husband,!  retiring  under  the  provisions  of 
section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  [may!  may,  at  the  time  of  [his  retirement!  retirement, 
elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and 
an  annuity  after  [his!  death  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower 
designated  by  [him!  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50 
per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making 
such  election  shall  be  equal  to  90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by 
three-fourths  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  [his 
wife!  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such 
retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuity  of  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  the  death  of  the  [husband!  officer  or  employee  occurs  or  the  first  day  of 
the  month  following  the  widow’s  or  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever 
is  the  later,  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  his  or 
her  death  or  remarriage. 
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81st  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  92 

H.  R.  2944 

[Report  No.  274] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

February  22, 1949 

Mr.  Murray  of  Tennessee  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 

March  21, 1949 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

4  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

5  “  (b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  pro- 

6  visions  of  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of 

7  retirement,  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  de- 

8  scribed  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 

9  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated 
10  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 


2 


1  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the 

2  officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  be  equal  to 

3  90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths 

4  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if 

5  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty 

6  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less 

7  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of 

8  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the 

9  month  in  which  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  occurs 

10  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 

11  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 

12  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon 

13  his  or  her  death  or  remarriage.” 
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trough  the  same  from  east  to  west  and 
ftepi  south  to  north  at  the  distance  of  one 
mil\from  each  other,  and  marking  corners 
at  tl\distance  of  each  half  mile.  The  sec¬ 
tions  sto.ll  be  numbered,  respectively,  begin¬ 
ning  wffeh  the  number  one  in  the  northeast 
section  a'kd  proceeding  west  and  east  al¬ 
ternately  harough  the  township  with  pro¬ 
gressive  nunfhers,  until  the  thirty-six  be  com¬ 
pleted." 

Sec.  2.  Sectioto  2410,  Revised  Statutes  (43 
U.  S.  C.,  sec.  7'k^i,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

‘"The  Secretary  of.  the  Interior  may,  by 
regulation,  provide  tmt  departures  may  be 
made  from  the  system  dS  rectangular  surveys 
whenever  it  is  not  feasible  or  economical 
to  extend  the  rectangular  surveys  in  the 
regular  manner  or  wheneveVsuch  departure 
would  promote  the  beneficial-- juse  of  lands.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  1  of  the  actVof  April  13, 
1926,  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  a  depar¬ 
ture  from  the  rectangular  system'fcf  surveys 
of  homestead  claims  in  Alaska,  and\?r  other 
purposes"  (44  Stat.  243;  48  U.  S.Aj.,  sec. 
379),  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting  tlat fol¬ 
lowing  words:  “and  the  provisions  oftohe 
Act  of  June  28,  1918  (40  Stat.  L.  632),  inso¬ 
far  as  they  require  that  surveys  executed 
thereunder,  without  expense  to  the  claim-’'1 
ant,  must  follow  the  general  system  of  the 
public  land  surveys.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  2408,  Revised  Statutes  (43 
TJ.  S.  C.,  sec.  768),  and  section  2409,  Revised 
Statutes  (43  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  769),  are  hereby 
repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PAYMENTS  TO  RETIRED  OFFICERS  OF 
NAVAL  RESERVE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  278)  to 
prevent  retroactive  checkage  of  pay¬ 
ments  erroneously  made  to  certain  re¬ 
tired  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  term  “Reserve 
components”  as  used  in  section  6  of  the  act 
approved  February  21,  1946  (60  Stat.  27; 
34  U.  S.  C.  410b),  shall  include  officers  on 
the  honorary  retired  list  of  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  or  Marine  Corps  Reserve  established  b^ 
section  309  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Act  of  193 
as  amended  (34  U.  S.  C.  855h). 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  be  effective  jtom 
February  21,  1946. 

With  the  following  committee^Tmend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  8,  after  the  parentheses,  insert 
",  and  that  the  term  'Naval  an^j^Marine  Corps 
Reserve’  as  used  in  subsectiq#  (b)  of  section 
301  of  Public  Law  810  shsdf  include  officers 
and  enlisted  personnel  ovr  the  honorary  re¬ 
tired  list  of  the  NavaDFReserve  or  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  establisjred  by  section  309  of 
the  Naval  Reserve  A$  of  1938,  as  amended 
(34  U.  S.  C.  855h) .” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  wjfls  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  r/ad  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  mjjltion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  tabj 

DISPOSITION  OF  CERTAIN  LOST,  ABAN- 
D0OJED,  OR  UNCLAIMED  PERSONAL 
tOPERTY  IN  POSSESSION  OF  TREAS- 
rURY  DEPARTMENT,  ETC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  629)  to 
authorize  *he  disposition  of  certain  lost, 


abandoned,  or  unclaimed  personal  prop¬ 
erty  coming  into  the  possession  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  dispose  of,  by  sale  or  otherwise, 
1  year  after  date  of  receipt,  all  lost,  aban¬ 
doned,  or  unclaimed  personal  property  which 
is  now  or  may  hereafter  come  into  the  pos¬ 
session,  custody,  or  control  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force,  as  the  case  may  be: 
Provided,  That  an  effort  shall  be  made  to  de¬ 
termine  and  locate  the  owner  or  owners 
thereof,  or  their  legal  representatives,  and 
that  in  all  cases  where  the  owner  thereof,  or 
legal  representative,  has  been  determined 
the  property  shall  not  be  sold  or  otherwise 
disposed  of  for  a  period  of  90  days  after  writ 
Jen  notice  has  been  sent  to  his  last  kno 
idress. 

2.  The  net  proceeds  received  fronjfthe 
aale’tof  any  such  property  by  the  Tr^sury 
Depalfcment,  the  Department  of  th^ Army, 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or  th^Depart- 
ment  of\he  Air  Force  shall  be  offered  into 
the  Treasfhn'  as  miscellaneous  rareipts. 

Sec.  3.  Cn^ims  for  the  net  pi^ceeds,  if  any, 
of  such  property  so  disposed^  may  be  filed 
with  the  Genwal  Accounting  Office  by  the 
rightful  owners  Pr  their  lajfal  representatives 
at  any  time  prior  to  the ^Spiration  of  3  years 
from  the  date  of  tnWdiJposal  of  the  property, 
and,  if  not  so  filed  jftre  barred  from  being 
acted  on  by  either  jRihtts  or  the  accounting 
officers. 

Sec.  4.  The  Se^Fetary  d^.  the  Treasury,  the 
Secretary  of  thjf  Army,  thekSecretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  thaflSecretary  of  the  Air  Force,  re¬ 
spectively,  are  authorized  to'toescribe  such 
rules  and  Regulations  as  may  b&necessary  to 
carry  out^he  purposes  and  provisions  of  this 
act.  /  N. 

SeCjF5.  Any  property  coming  within  the 
provisions  of  this  act  which  may  be  delivered 
tojnie  Soldiers’  Home  under  regulation^ 
ribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  o:’ 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  shall  be  limitei 
'papers  of  value,  sabers,  insignia,  decoration: 
medals,  watches,  trinkets,  manuscripts, 
other  articles  valuable  chiefly  as  keepsakes. 

Sec.  6.  This  act  shall  not  be  construed  as 
amending  or  repealing  the  act  of  March  29, 
1918  (40  Stat.  499);  article  112  of  section  1, 
chapter  11,  of  the  act  of  June  4,  1920  (41  Stat. 
809);  the  act  of  February  21,  1931  (46  Stat. 
1203);  the  act  of  December  28,  1945  (59 
Stat.  662),  as  amended;  or  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946  (60  Stat.  846-847),  as  amended. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

“That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  re¬ 
spectively,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  this  act,  are  hereby  authorized  to 
dispose  of  by  public  or  private  sale  or  other¬ 
wise,  not  less  than  1  year  after  date  of  re¬ 
ceipt  at  such  storage  points  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  above-mentioned  Secretaries, 
all  lost,  abandoned,  or  unclaimed  personal 
property  which  is  now  or  may  hereafter  come 
into  the  possession,  custody,  or  control  of 
the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  as  the  case 
may  be:  Provided,  That  diligent  effort  shall 
be  made  to  determine  and  locate  the  owner 


or  owners  thereof,  his  or  their  heirs  or  near 
of  kin,  or  his  or  their  legal  representative^ 
representatives,  and  that  in  all  cases  wftere 
the  owner  or  owners  thereof,  or  his  ourcheir 
legal  representative  or  representatives,  his 
or  their  heirs  or  next  of  kin,  has  or jpSve  been 
determined,  the  property  shall  net  be  sold 
or  otherwise  disposed  of  prior  tirthe  expira¬ 
tion  of  a  period  of  120  days^after  written 
notice  by  registered  mail  giving  time  and 
place  of  intended  sale  or ^Vrcher  disposition 
thereof  has  been  sent  tc^mis  or  their  last- 
known  address. 

“Sec.  2.  The  net  proceeds  received  from  the 
sale  of  any  such  pn^perty  by  the  Treasury 
Department,  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
the  Department  op  the  Navy,  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air/Force  shall  be  covered  into 
the  Treasury  ae  miscellaneous  receipts. 

“Sec.  3.  Cl&iShs  for  the  net  proceeds,  if  any, 
of  such  property  so  disposed  of  may  be  filed 
with  the  general  Accounting  Office  by  the 
rightful -fcwners,  their  heirs  or  next  of  kin, 
or  thejf  legal  representatives  at  any  time 
prior^o  the  expiration  of  5  years  from  the 
dater of  the  disposal  of  the  property  and,  if 
soiled,  the  General  Accounting  Office  shall 
o v/  or  disallow  the  claim.  If  claims  are 
ot  filed  prior  to  the  expiration  of  5  years 
from  the  date  of  the  disposal  of  the  property, 
they  shall  be  barred  from  being  acted  on  by 
the  courts  or  the  General  Accounting  Office. 

“Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  re¬ 
spectively,  are  authorized  to  prescribe  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

“Sec.  5.  Any  property  coming  within  the 
provisions  of  this  act  which  may  be  delivered 
to  the  Soldiers’  Home  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  shall  be  limited  to 
papers  of  value,  sabers,  insignia,  decorations, 
medals,  watches,  trinkets,  manuscripts,  or 
other  articles  valuable  chiefly  as  keepsakes: 
Provided,  That  if  the  rightful  owners,  their 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  or  their  legal  representa¬ 
tives  should  establish  their  right  to  any  such 
property  at  any  time  prior  to  the  expiration 
of  2  years  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  thereof 
by  the  Soldiers’  Home,  they  shall  be  granted 
possession  thereof. 

“Sec.  6.  This  act  shall  not  be  construed  as 
amending  or  repealing  the  act  of  March  29, 
1918  (40  Stat.  499);  article  112  of  section  1, 
chapter  II,  of  the  act  of  June  4,  1920  (41 
Stat.  809);  the  act  of  February  21,  1931  (46 
Stat.  1203);  the  act  of  December  28,  1945  (59 
Stat.  662),  as  amended;  or  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946  (60  Stat.  846-847),  as  amended.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
tirt*e,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  the  table. 

ACQUISITION  OR  USE  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS 

BY  STATES,  COUNTIES,  OR  MUNICI¬ 
PALITIES1^  FOR  RECREATIONAL  PUR¬ 
POSES 

The  Clerk  c^hed  the  bill  (H.  R.  2821) 
to  amend  the  adkapproved  June  14,  1926 
(44  Stat.  741;  43  OL  S.  C.,  sec.  869),  enti¬ 
tled  “An  act  to  aiushorize  acquisition  or 
use  of  public  lands  bjhStates,  counties,  or 
municipalities  for  recreational  pur¬ 
poses,”  to  include  othenpublic  purposes 
and  to  permit  nonprofit  organizations  to 
lease  public  lands  for  certalp  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  approved 
June  14,  1926  (44  Stat.  741;  43  U.  S.  C.^ec. 
869),  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  acquisi¬ 
tion  or  use  of  public  lands  by  the  States, 
counties,  or  municipalities  for  recreational  • 


3888 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


ptoposes”  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lowi,: 

"Section  1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
may,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  this  act, 
dispose  6f  any  public  lands  to  a  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  county,  municipality,  or  other  State, 
Territorial,  or  Federal  instrumentality  or  po¬ 
litical  subdivision  for  any  public  purposes,  or 
to  a  nonprofit  corporation  or  nonprofit  asso¬ 
ciation  for  any  recreational  or  any  public 
purpose  consistent  with  its  articles  of  incor¬ 
poration  or  other  (^eating  authority  before 
the  land  may  be  disposed  of  under  this  act 
for  a  purpose  other  than  a  recreational  pur¬ 
pose,  it  must  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Secretary  that  the  larld  is  to  be  used  for 
an  established  or  definitely  proposed  project. 

“Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
(a)  sell  such  land  to  the  State,  Territory, 
county,  or  other  State,  Territorial,  or  Federal 
instrumentality  or  political  subdivision  in 
which  the  lands  are  situated,  or  toia  nearby 
municipal  corporation  in  the  same  State  or 
Territory,  for  the  purpose  for  which  the  land 
has  been  classified,  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Secretary,  through  appraisal  or  other¬ 
wise;  (b)  lease  such  land  to  the  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  county,  or  other  State,  Territorial,  of- 
Federal  instrumentality  or  political  subdi¬ 
vision  in  which  the  lands  are  situated,  or  to 
a  nearby  municipal  corporation  in  the  same 
State  or  Territory,  for  the  purpose  for  which 
the  land  has  been  classified,  at  a  reasonable 
annual  rental,  for  a  period  up  to  20  years, 
and,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  with 
a  privilege  of  renewal  for  a  like  period,  or 
(c)  lease  such  land  to  a  nonprofit  corpora¬ 
tion  or  nonprofit  association  at  a  reasonable 
annual  rentaKfor  a  period  up  to  20  years, 
and,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  with 
a  privilege  of  renewal  for  a  like  period.  Each 
patent  or  lease  so  issued  shall  contain  reser¬ 
vation  to  the  United  States  of  all  mineral  de¬ 
posits  in  the  lands  conveyed  or  leased  and  of 
the  right  to  mine  and  remove  the  same,  un¬ 
der  regulations  to  be  established  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  Each  lease  shall  contain  a  provision 
for  its  termination  upon  a  finding  by  the 
Secretary  that  the  land  has  not  been  used 
by  the  lessee  for  the  purpose  specified  in  the 
lease  for  such  period,  not  over  5  years,  as  may 
be  specified  in  the  lease,  or  that  such  land  or 
any  part  thereof  is  being  devoted  to  another 
use. 

“Sec.  3.  All  provisions  for  reversion  of  title 
to  the  United  States  contained  in  patents 
heretofore  issued  under  said  act  of  June  14, 
1926,  are  hereby  canceled. 

“Sec.  4.  The  act  of  September  30,  1890,  en¬ 
titled  ‘An  act  to  authorize  entry  of  the  public 
lands  by  incorporated  cities  and  towns  fotji 
cemetery  and  park  purposes,’  and  the  act 
October  17,  1940,  entitled  ‘An  act  to  autl 
Ize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  seif  or 
lease  for  park  or  recreational  purpose/  and 
to  sell  for  cemetery  purposes,  certaij/public 
lands  in  Alaska,’  are  hereby  repeale 

With  the  following  commitl/e  amend¬ 
ments  ; 

Page  2,  line  8,  strike  out  the^ords  “author¬ 
ity  before”  and  insert  “authority.  Before”. 

Page  3,  line  9,  after  the  vjfird  “under”,  insert 
“applicable  laws  and”. 

The  committee  /amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  jjffdered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  thinfl  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  parsed,  and  a  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  was'  laid  on  the  table. 

CIVII/ERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT 

TheiClerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  997) 
to  eidjiftid  the  benefits  of  section  1  (c)  of 
the  .Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  employees  who 
Were  involuntarily  separated  during  the 
period  from  July  1,  1945,  to  July  1,  1947, 


after  having  rendered  25  years  of  service 
but  prior  to  attainment  of  age  55. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  CUNNINGHAM]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LAC  COURTE  OREILLES  BAND  OF  LAKE 
SUPERIOR  CHIPPEWA  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1408) 
to  declare  that  the  United  States  holds 
certain  lands  in  trust  for  the  Lac  Courte 
Oreilles  Band  of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Cooper)  .  Is  there  objection  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  to  the  lands 
and  interest  In  lands,  together  with  the  im¬ 
provements  thereon  and  proceeds  from  rents 
a'n,d  sales  therefrom,  which  have  been  ac^  ' 
quired  by  the  United  States  under  author.' 
of  title  II  of  the  National  Industrial  Rei  ' 
ery  Act  of  June  16,  1933  (48  Stat.  200)/and 
subsequent  acts,  lying  and  situated  ^within 
the  Lac  Courte  Oreilles  Reservation  Wis., 
administrative  jurisdiction  over  which  has 
heretofore  hten  transferred  by  tlMr  President 
from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculturjfto  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  by  Execute  Order  No. 
7868,  dated  ApriPj5,  1938,  is  hereby  declared 
to  be  held  in  trust  by  theJonited  States  of 
America  for  the  usevmd  jfenefit  of  the  Lac 
Courte  Oreilles  Band  qf/ake  Superior  Chip¬ 
pewa  Indians  of  the  SjJEe  of  Wisconsin,  and 
the  Secretary  of  theJIn^rior  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  proclain/ suchNhnds  as  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  Lac  Cofrte  Oreilles  Indian  Reser¬ 
vation. 

The  bill  w#s  ordered  to  be.  engrossed 
and  read  adfhird  time,  was  reacKthe  third 
time,  an&passed,  and  a  motion  tb^  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.JPETERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I-.  ask 
unaafmous  consent  to  extend  my  \e- 
mi/ks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on  ti 
H.  R.  1408. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
'  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Flor¬ 
ida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PETERSON.  The  following  state¬ 
ment  is  authorized  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands: 

The  committee  is  unanimously  agreed  that 
favorable  action  on  this  bill  will  not  set  a 
precedent  with  respect  to  other  land  held 
under  authority  of  title  II  of  the  National 
Industrial  Recovery  Act  of  June  16,  1933 
(48  Stat.  200),  the  Emergency  Relief  Appro- 

CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944) 
to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  pro¬ 
vide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such 
act. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  4  (b)  of 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
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1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring 
under  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  or  6  of 
this  act  may,  at  the  time  of  retirement,  elect 
to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  described 
herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity 
after  death  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving 
widow  or  widower  designated  by  such  officer 
or  employee  at  time  of'retirement  equal  to 
50  percent  of  such  life  annuity.  The  an¬ 
nuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making  such 
election  shall  be  equal  to  90  percent  of  such 
life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1 
percent  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full 
year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband 
is  under  the  age  of  60  at  the  date  of  such 
retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than 
75  percent  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity 
of  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the 
first  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  death  of 
the  officer  or  employee  occurs  or  the  first  day 
of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or  widow¬ 
er’s  attainment  of  age  50,  whichever  is  the 
later,  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto 
shall  terminate  upon  his  or  her  death  or 
remarriage.” 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


PROPERTIES  TO  THE  STATE  OF 

GEORGIA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3274) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
historic  properties  to  the  State  of 
Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  authorized  to  convey  to  the 
State  of  Georgia,  without  consideration,  for 
public  use  as  a  part  of  the  park  system  of 
that  State,  and  under  such  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  advisable, 
the  following  described  historic  properties 
and  improvements  thereon: 

(a)  The  Atlanta  Campaign  National  His¬ 
toric  Site  comprising  the  “Ringgold  Gap 
Site,”  the  “Rocky  Fact  Ridge  Site,”  the 
“Resaca  Site,”  the  “Cassville  Site,”  and  the 
“New  Hope  Church  Site,”  aggregating  a  total 

approximately  15  acres  of  land,  which  are 
described  in  the  order  dated  October  13,  1944 
(9  £\.  R.  12868) ,  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior; 

(b)  \hs  site,  comprising  approximately  1 
acre  ofiJand,  and  improvements  thereon, 
known  asVthe  New  Echota  Marker  property, 
established\aursuant  to  the  act  of  May  28, 
1930  (46  StatVlSl). 

With  the  folipwing  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  10,  shake  out  the  word  “Fact” 
and  insert  the  word  "Face.” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  nretion  to  re¬ 
consider  was  laid  on  the  table 
AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL  TORT\CLAIMS 
ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  77$J  .to 
amend  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Acc\to 
increase  the  time  within  which  clair 
under  such  act  may  be  presented  to  FedJ 
eral  agencies  or  prosecuted  in  the  United 
States  district  courts. 
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MAY  29,  1930 


July  15  (legislative  day,  June  2),  1949. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  submitted  the  following 


REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  2944] 


The  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for 
widows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  act,  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  without  amendment  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

STATEMENT 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for 
widowers  of  married  female  employees  who  retire  under  section  1,2, 
or  6  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended. 

Subsection  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended, 
February  28,  1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement 
under  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his 
lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a  continuing  annuity  after  his  death 
payable  to  his  widow.  The  hill  proposes  to  amend  subsection  4  (b) 
by  permitting  the  same  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  as  are  now 
provided  for  widows. 

For  a  more  detailed  analysis,  see  House  Report  274,  attached. 

At  a  hearing  before  the  committee  on  March  14,  representatives  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  stated  that  the  Commission  was  favorable  to  the  enactment 
of  this  legislation,  and  pointed  out  that  no  additional  cost,  is  involved. 

Representatives  of  the  American  Federation  of  Government  Employees, 
Government  Employees’  Council,  National  Federation  of  Federal  Employees, 
Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service  Employees  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment,  National  Association  of  Retired  Federal  Employees,  National  federation 
of  Post  Office  Clerks,  National  Association  of  Post  Office  Custodial  Employees, 
United  National  Association  of  Post  Office  Clerks,  and  the  National  Association 
of  Letter  Carriers  were  unanimous  in  their  approval  of  the  legislation. 
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The  committee  believes  that  the  present  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  is 
discriminatory  in  not  allowing  the  same  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  as 
are  now  allowed  for  widows.  Also,  it  was  pointed  out  at  the  hearing  that  sub¬ 
section  4  (c)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  authorizes  an  unmarried  em¬ 
ployee  (male  or  female),  retiring  under  section  1  or  2.  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity 
and  designate  a  survivor  annuitant.  Thus,  at  the  present  time  a  prospective 
beneficiary  of  an  unmarried  employee  stands  in  a  better  position  that  the  husband 
of  a  married  female  employee. 

This  bill  in  reality  is  in  the  nature  of  a  perfecting  amendment  to  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act.  The  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  dated  March  11, 
1949,  with  respect  to  this  legislation  is  as  follows: 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 

Washington  25,  D.  C.,  March  11,  1949. 

Hon.  Tom  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Murray:  I  have  your  letter  of  March  1,  1949,  transmitting  copies 
of  H.  R.  2944,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons 
retiring  under  such  act,  and  requesting  the  comments  of  the  Commission  thereon. 

By  letter  of  February  28,  1949,  the  Commission  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  follows: 

“The  Commission  desires  to  present  to  the  Eighty-first  Congress  a  proposal  to 
correct  an  inequity  existing  in  the  present  retirement  law. 

“Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended  February  28, 
1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement  under  section  1,  2,  or  6 
of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his  lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a 
continuing  annuity  after  his  death  payable  to  his  widow.  Under  this  plan,  the 
annuity  otherwise  due  the  retiring  employee  is  reduced  by  10  percent,  plus  three- 
fourths  of  1  percent  for  each  full  year  (if  any)  the  wife  is  then  under  age  60,  the 
total  reduction  not  to  exceed  25  percent  in  any  case.  Section  4  (c)  authorizes, 
with  certain  restrictions,  an  unmarried  employee  (male  or  female)  retiring  under 
section  1  or  2  of  the  act  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity  and  designate  a  survivor 
annuitant. 

“It  will  therefore  be  noted  that  a  married  female  employee  may  not  name  a 
survivor  annuitant.  This,  the  Commission  feels,  is  discriminatory.  Instances 
are  not  rare  in  which  the  wife  is  the  sole  or  main  support  of  the  family  because  of 
incapacity  of  the  husband.  Aside  from  this  latter  aspect,  which  is  not  a  deter¬ 
mining  factor  in  existing  law,  the  female  employee,  being  subject  to  the  same 
deduction  and  other  obligations  as  the  male  employee,  should  be  in  a  position  to 
purchase,  by  a  reduction  in  her  own  annuity,  a  benefit  for  her  husband  if  she  so 
desires. 

“Draft  of  bill  to  effectuate  this  purpose  is  quoted  below: 

“  ‘Be  it  enacted  bij  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“  ‘(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  provisions  of  section  1, 
2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may  at  the  time  of  retirement  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the 
life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 
payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated  by  the  officer 
or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  be  equal  to 
90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per  centum 
of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband 
is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case 
be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  such  widow  or 
widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  death  of  the 
annuitant  occurs  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 
widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later,  and  such  annuity 
or  any  light  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  death  or  remarriage  of  such  widow 
or  widower.’ 

“The  Commission,  therefore,  recommends  that  this  proposal  be  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that  favorable  action  be  taken  thereon. 

“The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
submission  of  this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress.” 
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With  a  few  changes  in  wording  not  material  to  the  substance  of  the  proposal, 
H.  R.  2944  embodies  the  suggestions  made  to  the  Speaker.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  recommends  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  2944  into  law. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission: 

Very  sincerely  yours, 


Frances  Perkins,  Acting  President. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill,  as  introduced,  are 
shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  in  black 
brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics,  existing  law  in  which  no  change  is 
proposed  is  shown  in  roman) : 

“Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 

Amended 

“Sec.  4.  (a)  *  *  *. 

“(b)  Any  officer  or  employee£,  if  a  husband,  ]  retiring  under  the  provisions  of 
section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  [may 3  may,  at  the  time  of  [his  retirement]  retirement, 
elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and 
an  annuity  after  [his]  death  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower 
designated  by  [him]  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50 
per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making 
such  election  shall  be  equal  to  90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by 
three-fourths  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  [his 
wife]  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such 
retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuity  of  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  the  death  of  the  [husband]  officer  or  employee  occurs  or  the  first  day  of 
the  month  following  the  widow’s  or  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever 
is  the  later,  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  his  or 
her  death  or  remarriage.” 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  TIIE  UNITED  STATES 

April  5  (legislative  day,  March  18),  1949 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 

July  15  (legislative  day,  June  2),  1949 
Reported  by  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  without  amendment 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

4  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

5  “(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  pro- 

6  visions  of  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of 

7  retirement,  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  de- 

8  scribed  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 

9  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated 

10  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 

11  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the 

12  officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  he  equal  to 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 


2 


90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths 
of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if 
any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty 
at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  hut  shall  in  no  case  he  less 
than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of 
such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the 
month  in  which  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  occurs 
or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 
widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 
and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon 
his  or  her  death  or  remarriage.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  April  4,  1949. 

Attest:  RALPH  R,  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 


w 

(D 

o 


ct-  (h 

rD  CfQ 

Q*  rr 


p  ^ 

B  “ 


<D 

B 

CL 

B 


c-i 

d 

H 


w 

CD 


d 

l-l 

w 


I  £ 

S  p 

p  OI 


O  cl 
3  M 

£  CD 


P 


<1 

(D 

CL 


CD  to 


CD 

4- 

CD 


*  3. 

O  rt- 


SP 

p 

<<4 


02  <D 

CD 

Q 


o 

o  B  W 

(D 


-•  2 

3 


CD 

CD 

O 

P 

►d 

o 

U1 


CD 


O  < 

r*  < 


H 

o 

^  P 


CD 

»P 

02 

O 


CD 

r+- 


CTQ 


P  P 

O  ^  CD 

to  pL 

co 


c 

CD 

CD 

P5 


I— h> 

o 


p 

CD  $ 
hj  j_J. 

CV 

cb  tr 


o 

o  1-3 

^  3 


CD 

C/2 


s  ® 

§9 

p  tp 

w 

e  ® 

I  3. 

d  o 

P_,  CD 
CD  ii 
|2L.  pj 
CD 


CD 

3 

CD 

d 


cT 

o 

02  c+- 

h*  o 

I  Hb 


> 

2 

> 

O 

H 


33 

n> 

T3 

O 


Z 

o 

Oi 

00 

Ol 


m2 
m  H 
H  O 
MO 

M  ^ 
oj  O' 

t»  o 

s  » 

M 

so 


ac 

l\3 

CO 

4^ 


n 


— 


a 

S=U 

8> 

>4 


52 

o 

es 

oo 

GO 


1949 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9945 


suggest  that  the  equivalent  of  section  8  be 
restored  to  this  bill  with  a  slight  modifica¬ 
tion  and  as  follows: 

“Sec.  8.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  authorize,  require  or  establish  mil¬ 
itary  or  civilian  censorship  or  in  any  way  to 
limit  or  infringe  upon  freedom  of  the  press 
or  of  speech  as  guaranteed  by  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  and  no  regulation 
shall  be  promulgated  hereunder  having  that 
effect.” 

If  such  a  provision  be  included  in  the  law 
when  it  is  enacted,  it  will  in  no  sense  defeat 
the  general  purposes  of  the  act.  It  will, 
however,  serve  to  limit  overzealous  ad¬ 
ministration. 

Now  while  it  does  not  deal  with  freedom 
of  the  press  'as  such,  I  do  want  to  call  your 
attention  to  a  provision  in  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Foreign  Agents  Registra¬ 
tion  Act  of  June  8,  1938. 

On  page  16  of  the  reported  bill,  subsection 
8  (e)  of  the  proposed  amendment  to  section 
3  of  the  Foreign  Agents  Registration  Act  in 
effect  abolishes  all  statutes  of  limitations  in 
respect  of  failure  to  file  registration  state¬ 
ments  as  required  by  the  law.  At  the  present 
time,  if  my  memory  does  not  fail  me,  treason 
and  murder  are  the  only  crimes  not  covered 
by  statutes  of  limitations.  If  a  10-year  stat¬ 
ute  of  limitations  is  reasonable  for  the  crimes 
covered  by  the  other  amendments  in  the  bill, 
certainly  a  10-year  period  would  seem  to  be 
reasonable  for  violations  of  the  Foreign 
Agents  Registration  law. 

In  making  the  foregoing  comments,  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  during  World  War  II  this 
Government  did  not  attempt  to  enforce  cen¬ 
sorship  as  such  upon  the  press  of  the  United 
States.  Agencies  of  the  Government  were 
set  up  to  facilitate  the  handling  of  news  in 
such  a  way  as  not  to  endanger  the  security 
of  this  country  or  to  reveal  to  the  enemy  the 
movement  of  our  armed  forces.  Committees 
of  the  press  were  set  up  in  turn  to  confer 
with  and  cooperate  with  these  agencies  of  the 
Government.  Certainly,  if  that  can  be  done 
in  time  of  war,  there  should  be  no  occasion 
in  time  of  peace  for  Congress  to  enact  legis¬ 
lation  which  might  be  construed  by  an  over- 
zealous  official  as  authority  to  restrict  the 
free  flow  of  information  of  vital  importance 
to  the  American  people. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Elisha  Hanson. 

Office  of  the  Attorney  General, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  23,  1949. 
Hon.  Pat  McCarran, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  This  is  in  response  to 
your  letter  of  June  10,  1949,  with  whi^n  was 
enclosed  a  letter  of  June  9,  1949,  irtfai  Sen¬ 
ator  Kilgore  to  you  concerning  S.  1)95,  a  bill 
relating  to  the  Internal  security  of  the 
United  States,  as  reported  favorably  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Senator  Kilgore's  letter  aofSears  to  express 
concern  that  members  of  Jfiie  press  and  al¬ 
most  everybody  else  in  vnmerica  would  be 
subject  to  prosecution/rinder  some  of  the 
detailed  provisions  of  tine  bill. 

It  is  not  known  tqA'hich  provisions  of  the 
bill  the  Senator’s  letter  may  have  particular 
reference,  but  it  believed  that  this  fear  is 
unfounded.  The  history  and  application  of 
the  existing  espionage  statutes  which  this 
bill  would  aufiend  only  in  part,  and  the  lan¬ 
guage,  hisfiory,  hearings,  and  report  of  the 
committal  relative  to  this  bill,  together  with 
the  integrity  of  the  three  branches  of  the 
Government  which  enact,  enforce,  and  apply 
the  Jftw,  would  indicate  that  nobody  other 
than  a  spy,  saboteur,  or  other  person  who 
would  weaken  the  internal  security  of  the 
Ration  need  have  any  fear  of  prosecution 


under  either  existing  law  or  the  provisions  of 
this  bill. 

Needless  to  say,  neither  this  Department 
nor  the  Members  of  the  Congress  would  sup¬ 
port  a  measure  so  drastic  as  the  Senator’s 
letter  expresses  the  fear  that  this  bill  might 
be.  The  bill  was  neither  intended  nor  drafted 
to  impair  the  fundamental  freedoms  of  the 
press  or  the  individual. 

The  measure  has  been  given  most  careful 
study.  It  was  recommended  by  the  Interde¬ 
partmental  Intelligence  Committee,  consist¬ 
ing  of  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  of  this  Department  and  the 
heads  of  the  military  intelligence.  An  analy¬ 
sis  and  the  purposes  of  the  measure  were  set 
forth  in  the  Attorney  General’s  letter  of 
transmittal  of  January  14,  1949,  and  the 
measure  was  again  discussed  in  detail  in 
hearings  before  both  the  Senate  and  House 
Judiciary  subcommittees. 

It  may  be  that  the  letter  of  Senator  Kilgore 
refers  to  the  element  of  “information  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  national  defense’’  which  would  be 
added  to  subsection  1  (d)  of  the  Espionage 
Act  (p.  12,  lines  15  and  16  of  the  bill  as 
reported).  If  this  be  the  case,  it  should  be 
noted  that  the  loss  of  “information  relating 
to  the  national  defense”  under  existing  law  , 
(subsec.  1  (f),  p.  13,  line  20  of  the  bill)/ 
without  any  scienter  whatever,  is  punisha 
the  same  as  a  violation  of  subsection  1  (6), 
whereas  the  addition  of  the  element  o /“in¬ 
formation  relating  to  the  national  defense” 
to  subsection  1  (d)  would  be  modifiqa  by  the 
clause  "which  *  *  *  the  possessor  has 

reason  to  believe  could  be  used  ta4he  injury 
of  the  United  States.  *  *  *’yxHence,  this 

amendment  would  be  less  broagr  than  existing 
law  in  this  respect,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  use  of  the  existing  law  which  has  abused 
the  freedom  of  the  pressA>r  the  individual. 
Moreover,  it  appears  tha/a  person  who  makes 
a  deliberate,  unauthorized  transmission  of 
such  information  should  certainly  be  held  ac¬ 
countable  at  least  a/ much  as  one  who  merely 
loses  the  information  through  negligence. 

There  is  enclosed  herewith  a  copy  of  S.  595 
as  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary  in  which  additions  to  existing  law  have 
been  underscored  for  purposes  of  convenient 
reference/  The  Department  would  appreciate 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  with  Senator 
KilgorS  any  provisions  of  the  bill  concerning 
which  he  may  have  any  questions. 

Sincerely, 

Tom  C.  Cla'k,  \ 
Attorney  General.  \ 


A 


1949. 


July  9 

Hon.  Harley  M.  Kilgore, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Under  date  of  June  9, 
you  wrote  me  suggesting  that  the  bill  S.  595, 
now  pending  on  the  Senate  Calendar,  after 
having  been  reported  favorably  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  may  constitute 
a  threat  to  freedom  of  the  press,  and  ex¬ 
pressing  also  the  opinion  that  the  bill  was 
too  broad. 

As  I  promised  you  in  my  reply  of  June  10, 

I  have  restudied  this  bill  most  carefully,1, 
and  I  have  sought  expert  advice  from  several 
sources.  For  your  information,  I  enclose-’ 
copies  of  letters  which  I  addressed  to  the  ..piMMspiiw* 
Attorney  General;  to  the  Chief  of  the  Federal 
Law  Section  of  the  Legislative  Reference 
Service,  Library  of  Congress;  and  to  Mr. 

Elisha  Hanson.  I  am  also  enclosing  replies 
from  the  Attorney  General  and  Mr.  Hanson, 
and  a  copy  of  certain  memoranda  furnished 
me  by  the  Federal  Law  Section  of  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Reference  Service,  Library  of  Congress, 
pertinent  to  this  question. 

The  Attorney  General’s  letter  appears  to 
support  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  both 
strongly  and  fully. 


Mr.  Hanson’s  letter  suggests  an  amendment 
which  seems  to  have  merit,  and  which  seems 
aimed  at  answering  one  of  the  points  which 
you  raised.  It  will  be  my  purpose  tq' offer 
the  language  suggested  by  Mr.  Hanspn  as  a 
floor  amendment  to  S.  595.  I  refer  to  Mr. 
Hanson’s  modification  of  what  wtjg  section  8 
of  the  bill  as  I  originally  introdficed  it.  In 
the  amendment  which  I  intendHo  offer,  this 
longuage  will  be  proposed  as j{ new  section  5 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hanson’s  suggestion  with  regard  to 
statute  of  limitations  oryfailure  to  file  under 
the  Foreign  Agents  Registration  Act  does  not 
appear  to  be  well  fodnded.  The  gravamen 
of  this  offense  is  not  an  overt  act  but  a  mere 
failure  to  act.  The  offense  might  under 
some  circumstances  be  very  difficult  to  dis¬ 
cover.  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  a  legal 
situation  in  4vhich  a  foreign  agent,  if  he 
can  successfully  flaunt  the  law  for  some 
named  period  of  time,  may  thereafter  be 
forever  immune  to  prosecution. 

The  .point  made  by  Mr.  Oglebay,  of  the 
Federal  Law  Section,  Legislative  Reference 
Serylce,  with  regard  to  the  desirability  of 
eliminating  subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of 
e  committee  bill,  also  strikes  me  as  worth 
while,  and  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  for 
this  purpose. 

With  the  two  amendments  referred  to 
above,  I  believe  the  bill  will  be  wholly  ac¬ 
ceptable  and  that  it  should  be  enacted. 

Thank  you  for  writing  me  about  this 

matter. 

Kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Chairman. 

ELIZABETH  DANIEL  MEMORIAL— CHANGE 
OF  REFERENCE 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad¬ 
ministration  be  discharged  from  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2143) 
to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  memorial 
at  the  grave  of  Elizabeth  Daniel,  the 
widow  of  Joseph  (Job)  Daniel,  a  Revolu¬ 
tionary  War  soldier,  and  that  it  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
This  request  is  agreeable  to  the  chair¬ 
man. 

The  motion  wax  agreed  to. 

AMENDMENT  OF  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIRE¬ 
MENT  ACT  OF  MAY  29,  1930— RECOM¬ 
MITTAL  OF  BILL 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivor¬ 
ship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of 
persons  retiring  under  such  act,  be  taken 
from  the  Calendar,  and  recommitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

OF  REPORT  ON 


MONONGAHELA  RIVER, \W.  VA.,  AND  PA. 

(S.  DOC.  NO.  100) 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Committee  on  Puohc  Works, 
I  present  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  War,  transmitting  a  report  da\d  May 
31,  1949,  from,  the  Chief  of  E 
United  States  Army,  together 
companying  papers  and  illustrations,' 
a  review  of  reports  on  the  Monongahef 
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River,  W.  Va.  and  Pa.,  requested  by  a 
resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  of  the  Senate,  adopted  on  October 
3,  1947,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  be  printed  as  a  Senate 
document  with  illustrations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 
The  following  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titled  and  referred  as  in¬ 
dicated  :  X 

H.  R.  524.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  release 
of  all  the  right,  title,  arid  interest  of  the 
United  States  in  a  certain  portion  of  a  tract 
of  land  conditionally  granted,  by  it  to  the 
county  of  Los  Angeles; 

H.  R.  540.  An  act  to  provide  tehninal  leave 
pay  for  certain  officers  of  the  Navy  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes;  ynd 

H.  R.  5238.  An  act  to  authorize  the 'Adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  lineal  positions  of  certain  i 
of  the  naval  service,  and  for  other  pur 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  892.  An  act  to  authorize  the  estafi 
lishment  of  a  Federal  Interagency  Committee' 
on  Recreation; 

H.  R.  3275.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  sale 
or  other  disposal  of  certain  submarginal  lands 
located  within  the  boundaries  of  Indian  res¬ 
ervations  in  the  States  of  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota; 

H.  R.  3765.  An  act  to  promote  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  the  Sisseton-Wahpeton  Sioux  Tribe 
of  Indians  and  better  utilization  of  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Sisseton  Reservation,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  4117.  An  act  to  remove  the  present 
restriction  relating  to  the  granting  of  privi¬ 
leges  within  Kings  Canyon  National  Park  in 
order  that  privileges  hereafter  granted  may 
be  consistent  with  those  granted  in  other 
areas  of  the  national  park  system,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  4688.  An  act  to  ratify  and  confirm 
act  4  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1949, 
extending  the  time  within  which  revenue 
bonds  may  be  issued  and  delivered  under 
chapter  118,  Revised  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1945; 

H.  R.  4762.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  sec¬ 
tion  3618,  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  to  empower  the  courts  to 
remit  or  mitigate  forfeitures; 

H.  R.  4901.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Eastern 
Band  of  Cherokee  Indians,  North  Carolina, 
to  lease  certain  lands  for  a  period  not  exceed¬ 
ing  40  years; 

H.  R.  4986.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
“An  -act  to  provide  for  the  adjustment  of, 
irrigation  charges  on  the  Flathead  Indian 
irrigation  project,  Montana,  and  for 
purposes,’’  approved  May  25,  1948; 

H.  R.  5134.  An  act  to  promote  develonfhent 
in  cooperation  with  the  State  of  Colcjrido  of 
the  fish,  wildlife,  and  recreational  aspects  of 
the  Colorado-Big  Thompson  Federal  recla¬ 
mation  project; 

H.  R.  5184.  An  act  to  approve^mtracts  ne¬ 
gotiated  with  the  Belle  Foin’che  irrigation 
district,  the  Deaver  irrigation  district,  the 
Westland  irrigation  district  the  Stanfield  ir¬ 
rigation  district,  the  Vale,  Oreg.,  irrigation 
district,  and  the  Prosser  irrigation  district, 
to  authorize  their  execution,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  R.  5365.  An  acj/to  provide  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  vessel  Black  Mallard  to  the  State 
of  Louisiana  iovr  the  use  and  benefit  of  the 
department  of/wildlife  and  fisheries  of  such 
State;  to  thq^ommittee  on  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affair 

H.  R.  33^3.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  incor¬ 
poration/  regulation,  merger,  consolidation, 
and  dissolution  of  certain  business  corpora- 
tions/in  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

I.  R.  5268.  An  act  to  amend  certain  pro- 
sions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code; 


H.  R.  5327.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1950,  the  suspension  of 
duties  and  import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  5332.  An  act  to  amend  section  3  of 
the  act  of  June  18,  1934,  relating  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  foreign-trade  zones;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance. 

H.  R.  4022.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  for 
commencing  the  construction  of  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Rio  Grande  at  or  near  Rio  Grande 
City,  Tex.,  to  July  31,  1950; 

H.  R.  4050— An  act  to  authorize  advances 
of  pay  to  personnel  of  the  armed  services 
upon  permanent  change  of  station,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  4708.  An  act  to  amend  the  United 
Nations  Participation  Act  of  1945;  and 

H.  R.  5508.  An  act  to  amend  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equal¬ 
ization  Act  of  1948;  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  calendar. 

THE  DOCTOR  AND  OUR  HEALTH — 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  HILL 
[Mr.  HILL  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  en¬ 
titled  “The  Doctor  and  Our  Health,”  deliv¬ 
ered  by  him  at  the  centennial  celebration  of 
i  the  Medical  Society  of  Philadelphia  County,  / 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  May  11,  1949,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Appendix.] 

DOfcgS  THE  MARSHALL  PLAN  AID  SOCIAL¬ 
ISE— ARTICLE  IN  THE  CHRISTIAN 
SCIENCE  MONITOR  AND  REPLY  BY  SEN¬ 
ATOR  XeM 

[Mr.  KE^J  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed,  in  the  Record  anr  article  en¬ 
titled  “Does  the  Marshall  Plan  Aid  Social¬ 
ism? — No”  written  by  Rosqde  Drummond, 
chief  of  the  Washington  Byreau,  the  Chris¬ 
tian  Science  Monilipr,  June  27,  1949,  and  a 
letter  replying  to  tlih  article,  written  by  Mr. 
Kem  to  the  editor  ofSfche  Christian  Science 
Monitor,  July  18,  194jOvhich  appear  in  the 
Appendix.]  /  X  / 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  CAPEHART  IN  RE¬ 
PLY  TO  PRESIDENT  TRUMAN’S  SPEECH 
TO  THE  NATION  \ 

[Mr.  CAPEHART  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  de¬ 
livered  by  him  over  the  radio  in  reply  to  the 
addresyto  the  Nation  by  President  Truman 
on  JuiV  13,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SOCIALIZED  MEDICINE— ESSAY  BY 
JOYCE  KELLER 

[Mr.  CAPEHART  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  essay  on 
socialized  medicine  written  by  Miss  Joyce 
Keller,  a  high-school  student  of  Bluffton, 
Ind.,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  MARTIN  BEFORE 
JEWISH  WAR  VETERANS 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  de¬ 
livered  by  him  before  the  Jewish  War  Veter¬ 
ans,  Department  of  Pennsylvania,  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  on  June  18,  1949,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

BRADFORD  (PA.)  FLOOD-CONTROL 
PROJECT 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  sub¬ 
mitted  by  him  on  July  13,  1949,  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Public  Works  in  support 
of  the  Bradford  (Pa.)  flood-control  project, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

LACKAWAXEN  RIVER  BASIN  FLOOD-CON¬ 
TROL  PROJECT— STATEMENT  BY  SEN¬ 
ATOR  MARTIN 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
submitted  by  him  on  July  14;  1949,  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Public  Works  in  be¬ 


half  of  additional  authorization  for 
Lackawaxen  River  Basin  flood-control  p: 
ect,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix 


th/ 
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MONONGAHELA  RIVER  NAVIGATIONAL 
IMPROVEMENTS— STATEMENT  BY  SEN¬ 
ATOR  MARTIN 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  ob joined  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
prepared  by  himself  and  submitted  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Public  Works,  in  sup¬ 
port  of  additional  authorizations  for  the 
Monongahela  River  navigation  improve¬ 
ments,  on  July  14,  19j#9,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

THE  THREE-HORSE  TEAM— ADDRESS  BY 
SENATOR  JOHNSON  OF  COLORADO 

[Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  asked  and  ob¬ 
tained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
an  address  on  the  subject  The  Three-Horse 
Team,  delivered  by  him  on  July  15,  1949,  in 
Kansas  City.  Missouri,  at  the  aviation  cele¬ 
bration  ,of  the  chamber  of  commerce,  which 
appear#  in  the  Appendix.] 

HARRY  BRIDGES— ARTICLES  FROM  THE 
NEW  YORK  TIMES  AND  STATEMENT  BY 
SENATOR  BUTLER 

[Mr.  BUTLER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  <. Record  a  news  item 
entitled  “Bridges  Is  Named  WFTU  Union’s 
Head,”  and  an  article  by  Louis  Stark,  printed 
in  the  New  York  Times  of  July  20,  1949,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  statement  by  himself,  which 
appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  ADMINISTRATION’S  FISCAL  POLI¬ 
CIES— ARTICLE  BY  VERMONT  ROYSTER 

[Mr.  BYRD  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have-  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “No  Day  of  Ending,”  relating  to  the 
fiscal  policies  of  the  administration,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  FUTURE  OF  EUROPE’S  MEDICAL 
PROFESSION 

[Mr.  MYERS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Many  Doctors  Idle  in  DP  Camps,” 
published  in  the  Pittsburgh  Post-Gazette  of 
July  13,  1949,  which  appears  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix.] 

RELEASE  OF  CONSCIENTIOUS  OBJEC¬ 
TORS — EDITORIAL  FROM  HARTFORD 
COURANT  AND  ARTICLE  FROM  CHRIS¬ 
TIAN  CENTURY 

[Mr.  LANGER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from 
recent  issue  of  the  Hartford  Courant,  and 
ay  article  from  the  Christian  Century  of 
Jul^  13,  1949,  on  the  subject  of  release  of 
conscientious  objectors,  which  appear  in  the 
Appenc 

PROGRAM  FOR  ASIA 
[Mr.  MAC^NUSON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “A  Program  for  Asia,”  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix^ 

NEW  ENGLAND’S  UNDEVELOPED  WATER¬ 
POWER  RESOURCES— EDITORIAL  FROM 
BOSTON  HERALD 
[Mr.  SALTONSTALL  ^ked  and  obtained 
leave  to  have  printed  in  thp  Record  an  edi¬ 
torial  entitled  “How  Mucus.  Power?”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Boston  Herald  of^July  18,  1949, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix]  j. 

ROBINSON  VERSUS  ROBESON— EDITORIAL 
FROM  WASHINGTON  POST 
[Mr.  O’CONOR  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
entitled  “Robinson  vs.  Robeson,”  published 
in  the  Washington  Post  of  July  20.  1949, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  5  (legislative  clay,  March  18),  1949 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 

July  15  (legislative  day,  June  2),  1949 
Reported  by  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  without  amendment 

July  20  (legislative  day,  June  2),  1949 
Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Hoa,se  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

4  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

5  “(h)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  pro- 

6  visions  of  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of 

7  retirement,  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  de- 

8  scribed  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 

9  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated 


2 


1  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 

2  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the 

3  officer  or  employee-  making  such  election  shall  he  equal  to 

4  90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths 

5  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if 

6  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty 

7  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  he  less 

8  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of 

9  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the 

10  month  in  which  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  occurs 

11  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 

12  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 
12  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon 
11  his  or  her  death  or  remarriage.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  April  4,  1949. 

Attest  :  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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Calendar  No.  835 


81st  Congress  ) 

SENATE 

j  Report 

1st  /Session  j 

(  No.  830 

AMENDING  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT  OF 

MAY  29,  1930 


Auciust  2  (legislative  day  June  2),  1949. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  2944] 

The  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits 
for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  act,  having 
considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon,  with  amendment,  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

STATEMENT 

After  the  committee  had  favorably  reported  H.  R.  2944  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  without  amendment,  the  chairman  of  the  committee  felt  that  the 
bill  should  be  returned  to  the  committee  for  further  consideration  and 
possible  amendment. 

The  committee  is  reporting  the  bill  with  one  amendment,  the  effect 
of  which  is  to  change  the  reduction  factor  for  an  annuitant  (widower) 
leaving  a  survivorship  benefit  from  10  to  5  percent. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  make  H.  R.  2944  conform  on 
this  point  to  S.  1440,  which  has  been  passed  by  the  Senate  and  is  now 
pending  before  the  House. 

As  amended,  the  committee  reports  favorably  on  H.  R.  2944  and 
adopts  the  remainder  of  Senate  report  686,  attached. 

AMENDMENT 

On  page  2,  line  4,  strike  out  “90”  and  put  in  lieu  thereof  “95.” 
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[S.  Rept.  No.  686,  81st  Cong.,  1st  sess.] 

The  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(  H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons  re¬ 
tiring  under  .such  act,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  with¬ 
out  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

STATEMENT 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  of 
married  female  employees  who  retire  under  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended. 

Subsection  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended,  February  28, 
1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement  under  section  1,  2,  or  6 
of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his  lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a  con¬ 
tinuing  annuity  after  his  death  payable  to  his  widow.  The  bill  proposes  to  amend 
subsection  4  (b)  by  permitting  the  same  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  as  are 
now  provided  for  widows. 

For  a  more  detailed  analysis,  see  House  Report  274,  attached. 

“At  a  hearing  before  the  committee  on  March  14,  representatives  of  the  Civi 
Service  Commission  stated  that  the  Commission  was  favorable  to  the  enactmey 
of  this  legislation,  and  pointed  out  that  no  additional  cost  is  involved. 

“Representatives  of  the  American  Federation  of  Government  Employees, 
Government  Employees’  Council,  National  Federation  of  Federal  Employees, 
Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service  Employees  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment,  National  Association  of  Retired  Federal  Employees,  National  Federation 
of  Post  Office  Clerks,  National  Association  of  Post  Office  Custodial  Employees, 
United  National  Association  of  Post  Office  Clerks,  and  the  National  Association 
of  Letter  Carriers  were  unanimous  in  their  approval  of  the  legislation. 

“The  committee  believes  that  the  present  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  is 
discriminatory  in  not  allowing  the  same  survivorship  benefits  for  widowers  as 
are  now  allowed  for  widows.  Also,  it  was  pointed  out  at  the  hearing  that  sub¬ 
section  4  (c)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  authorizes  an  unmarried  em¬ 
ployee  (male  or  female),  retiring  under  section  1  or  2,  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity 
and  designate  a  survivor  annuitant.  Thus,  at  the  present  time  a  prospective 
beneficiary  of  an  unmarried  employee  stands  in  a  better  position  than  the  husband 
of  a  married  female  employee. 

“This  bill  in  reality  is  in  the  nature  of  a  perfecting  amendment  to  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act.  The  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  dated 
March  11,  1949,  with  respect  to  this  legislation  is  as  follows: 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 

Washington  25,  D.  C.,  March  11,  1949. 

Hon.  Tom  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service , 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Murray:  I  have  your  letter  of  March  1,  1949,  transmitting  copies 
of  H.  R.  2944,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons 
retiring  under  such  act,  and  requesting  the  comments  of  the  Commission  thereon. 

By  letter  of  February  28,  1949,  the  Commission  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  follows: 

“The  Commission  desires  to  present  to  the  Eighty-first  Congress  a  proposal  to 
correct  an  inequity  existing  in  the  present  retirement  law. 

“Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended  February  28, 
1948,  permits  a  married  male  employee  upon  retirement  under  section  l,  2,  or  6 
of  the  act  to  elect  to  receive  throughout  his  lifetime  a  reduced  annuity  with  a 
continuing  annuity  after  his  death  payable  to  his  widow.  Under  this  plan,  the 
annuity  otherwise  due  the  retiring  employee  is  reduced  by  10  percent,  plus  three- 
fourths  of  1  percent  for  each  full  year  (if  any)  the  wife  is  then  under  age  60,  the 
total  reduction  not  to  exceed  25  percent  in  any  case.  Section  4  (c)  authorizes, 
with  certain  restrictions,  an  unmarried  employee  (male  or  female)  retiring  under 
section  1  or  2  of  the  act  to  elect  a  reduced  annuity  and  designate  a  survivor 
annuitant. 
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“It  will  therefore  be  noted  that  a  married  female  employee  may  not  name  a 
:  urvivor  annuitant.  This,  the  Commission  feels,  is  discriminatory.  Instances 
ere  not  rare  in  which  the  wife  is  the  sole  or  main  support  of  the  family  because  of 
incapacity  of  the  husband.  Aside  from  this  latter  aspect,  which  is  not  a  deter¬ 
mining  factor  in  existing  law,  the  female  employee,  being  subject  to  the  same 
deduction  and  other  obligations  as  the  male  employee,  should  be  in  a  position  to 
purchase,  by  a  reduction  in  her  own  annuity,  a  benefit  for  he"  husband  if  she  so 
desires. 

“Draft  of  bill  to  effectuate  this  purpose  is  quoted  below: 

“  ‘Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  in  Congress  assembled,  That  Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 


“  ‘(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  provisions  of  section  1, 
2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may  at  the  time  of  retirement  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the 
life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 
payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated  by  the  officer 
or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuit}7  of  the  officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  be  equal  to 
90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per  centum 
of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband 
is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case 
be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  such  widow  or 
widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  death  of  the 
annuitant  occurs  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s  or 
widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later,  and  such  annuity 
or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  death  or  remarriage  of  such  widow 
or  widower.’ 

“The  Commission,  therefore,  recommends  that  this  proposal  be  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that  favorable  action  be  taken  thereon. 

“The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
submission  of  this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress.” 

With  a  few  changes  in  wording  not  material  to  the  substance  of  the  proposal 
H.  R.  2944  embodies  the  suggestions  made  to  the  Speaker.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  recommends  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  2944  into  law. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission: 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Frances  Perkins,  Acting  President. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill,  as  introduced,  are 
shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets, 
new  matter  is  printed  in  italics,  existing  law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed  is 
shown  in  roman) : 

^Section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 

Amended 


“Sec.  4.  (a)  *  *  *. 

“(b)  Any  officer  or  einployee[.  if  a  husband,]  retiring  under  the  provisions  of 
section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  [may]  may,  at  the  time  of  [his  retirement]  retirement, 
elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and 
an  annuity  after  [his]  death  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower 
designated  by  [him]  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to  50 
per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making 
such  election  shall  be  equal  to  90  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by 
three-fourths  of  1  per  centum,  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  [his 
wife]  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such 
retirement,  but  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 
The  annuity  of  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  the  death  of  the  [husband]  officer  or  employee  occurs  or  the  first  day  of 
the  month  following  the  widow’s  or  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever 
is  the  later,  and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  his  or 
her  death  or  remarriage.” 


o 


' 


. 


, 


81st  CONGKESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  835 

H.  R.  2944 

[Report  No.  830 J 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  5  (legislative  clay,  March  18),  1949 
Bead  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 

August  2  (legislative  day,  June  2),  1949 
Keported  by  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  with  an  amendment 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or 
widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  section  4  (b)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

4  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

5  “  (b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  pro- 

6  visions  of  section  1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of 

7  retirement,  elect  to  receive  in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  de- 

8  scribed  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an  annuity  after  death 

9  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower  designated 
10  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


2 


50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  the 
officer  or  employee  making  such  election  shall  be  equal  to 
00  95  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity,  reduced  by  three- 
fourths  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full 
year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age 
of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such  retirement,  hut  shall  in  no  case 
be  less  than  75  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  an¬ 
nuity  of  such  widow  or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day 
of  the  month  in  which  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee 
occurs  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the  widow’s 
or  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 
and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon 
his  or  her  death  or  remarriage.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  April  4,  1949. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 


Ct-fi  .on  13Dft9»i>  J 


w 

p 

p 

prf 


w 

CD 

o 


> 

d 

© 

d 

00 

H 


J  & 


o 

P 


a  <§. 

ST 


S.  p 


p 

O  P 

3  a 

p  ? 


CD 


*  S’ 

P  ® 
D  Pj 
P 

P  V* 
§  * 
I  3 

B  w 

p 


Q 


P 

P 


cr 

oj  p 

p 


2 


*-* 

< 


to 


oo 


CD 

hU 

CD 


P 

P 


O 

P 


CD 

CD 


►d 

o 

Ul 


H 

o 


O  <1 


p 


T3  O 

CD  t-j 

►-J  03 

o  b: 

p  ^ 

n 

cr 

© 


CD 

P 
fcg  CL 


CO 


>1 

CD  a 
c^-  5 
3*  cd 


3“ 

CD 


O 


s 

crq 


Cft 

c+ 

CO 


8# 


CO 

CD 


> 

z 


3  3 

CD  g 


CD  << 


S  2 

o  3 
3^  co 


3, 

CD 

£3 


W 

CD 


► 

n 

H 


>  2 

CD  ’ 

~  3 


►3 

"j 

o 

<5 


Cl,  P* 

o  ® 

^  co 

CD  3 

3  HJ 

CO  I 


o 


o 

Hb 


3 


» 

« 


o 
aiO 
«  a 

g  9 
S  w 
a  H 

02 

CIS 


*0 

0 

•t 


Z 

o 


00 

00 

o 


p 


to 

CO 

4^ 


o 

os 


CD 

a 

Cl* 

» 


z 

O 


OO 

CO 

cn 


1949 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


11299 


water  rights,  and  they  would  be  served 
from  the  x'iver.  The  object  of  removing 
the  limitation  is  to  bring  those  larger 
ranch'd^  into  the  project  so  that  they 
will  help  pay  for  a  part  of  it  by  the 
regulation,  of  their  flow  of  water.  The 
bill  is  really  in  the  interest  of  the  very 
small  landowners,  because  the  project 
is  not  feasibleXwithout  the  larger  ranch¬ 
er,  and  no  mori^y  can  be  obtained  from 
him  unless  we  pass  the  bill  and  permit 
him  to  come  in,  bdpause  he  will  sit  cut 
on  the  sidelines  andhget  his  water,  since 
he  already  has  the  water  rights  and 
owns  them. 

One  further  point:  The'proposed  reser¬ 
voir  will  help  regulate  the,  river,  which 
serves  two  States.  It  flows  into  New 
Mexico  just  a  short  distance  below  the 
dam,  and  it  is  very  necessary  to  hold 
the  floodwaters  back  in  the  •  upper 
reaches  of  the  river  so  that  the  flow  will 
be  regulated.  It  is  of  very  great  ad¬ 
vantage  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico  and 
to  the  State  of  Colorado  that  the  dam 
be  built. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
this  discussion  is  a  little  outside  of  my 
jurisdiction,  because  in  Virginia  we  are 
blessed  with  plenty  of  water,  but  I  have 
learned  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  that  it  is  quite  possible  and  feasible 
for  a  large  landowner,  where  there  is 
irrigation,  to  sink  a  well  and  pump  the 
water  from  the  subterranean  table.  So 
I  do  not  see  why  this  limitation  is  having 
any  practical  effect. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  whole  question 
of  subterranean  water  levels  is  of  course 
a  highly  complicated  one.  It  is  impor¬ 
tant  not  merely  in  connection  with  the 
project  we  are  discussing,  but  as  to  other 
projects  over  the  country. 

I  have  no  desire  to  be  captious,  or  to 
raise  artificial  objections,  but  it  seems  to 
me  highly  important  that  we  stick  to  the 
fundamental  land  policy  of  the  country, 
which  is  that  we  should  encourage  the 
family-size  farm,  and  that  public  water 
should  be  used  to  encourage  family-size 
farms  and  not  large-scale  farms. 

I  quite  well  recognize  that  because  of 
the  high  altitude,  and  perhaps  for  cer¬ 
tain  other  reasons,  it  is  possible  that  an 
exception  should  be  made  in  this  casi 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  in  general  pfie 
rule  should  be  clear.  I  am  somewhat 
afraid  that  if  we  make  an  exemption  in 
this  case,  it  may  be  used  as  preceifent  for 
making  exceptions  in  other  cases. 

I  have  no  desire  whatsoevemo  be  cap¬ 
tious,  or  to  throw  artificialyobstacles  in 
the  way  of  the  two  distinguished  Senators 
from  Colorado,  but  I  shojfid  like  to  have 
this  bill  go  over  to  thj/next  call  of  the 
calendar,  until  I  haye  had  occasion  to 
study  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  set  myself  up 
as  having  undue  iafportance  in  the  mat¬ 
ter,  but  at  the  moment  I  am  not  certain 
that  this  bill  isJn  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senatoo^ield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senato/that  in  certain  sections  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona  there  could  be  family- 
size,  farms  of  only  2  acres,  because  they 
would  comprise  highly  cultivated  tracts 
of  ground,  given  over  to  truck  gardening, 
/and  such  a  tract  might  be  a  complete 


family-size  farm.  In  the  valley  in  which 
I  live  we  raise  largely  alfalfa,  which  re¬ 
quires  a  full  160  acres  for  a  family-size 
farm.  But  as  to  the  particular  section 
of  Colorado  involved  in  the  measure  be¬ 
fore  us,  which  I  have  visited  many  times, 
a  farm  needs  to  be  larger.  I  am  greatly 
interested  in  their  problem  because  of 
the  general  feeling  I  have  in  regard  to 
irrigation.  In  the  San  Luis  Valley  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  to  regard  a  160- 
acre  farm  as  a  family-sized  farm. 
Therefore  I  think  the  limit  should  be 
expanded  so  that  there  could  be  family¬ 
sized  farms,  and  not  merely  tremendous 
ranches. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  By  administrative 
rulings  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  I  understand  the  limitation  is  not 
160  acres,  but  320  acres  for  married 
couples  so  that  there  is  already  more 
leeway  than  Senators  think  from  the 
160  acres. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  have  no 
desire  to  obstruct  in  this  matter,  but 
in  view  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject  in  relation  to  the  whole  land 
policy  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not 
think  I  am  being  captious  in  asking  that 
the  pill  go  over  to  the  next  call  of.  the 
calendar.  I  want  to  assure  the  Senators 
that  I  shall  not  raise  any  artificial  ob¬ 
jections  af  it  becomes  evident  that  a 
family-size,  farm  at  this  altitude  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  in  thid  particular  valley,  would  re¬ 
quire  more  than  320  acres. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
quite  sure  the  Senator,- in  studying  the 
subject  further,  especially  if  he  will  read 
the  record,  will  find  that  a  320-acre  farm 
is  not  sufficient  tp  g*lye  a  decent  living 
in  that  valley.  I  am  confident  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  will  find  that  to  be 
true.  / 

Would  the  Senator  from  Illinois  mind 
if  we  place'  the  bill  at  the  loot  of  the 
calendar/ 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  know  how 
muclytime  that  would  give  me  to  inform 
myself  on  the  matter.  I  suppose  it 
WQtdd  give  me  about  half  an  houAlo 
.Udy  the  subject.  I  would  ordinarily 
ave  little  objection  to  the  bill  going  ttf 
the  foot  of  the  calendar.  But  I  would 
have  to  read  pretty  fast  and  study  pretty 
fast.  I  would  therefore  prefer  to  have 
it  go  over  to  the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 
It  is  possible  that  the  Senators  spon¬ 
soring  the  bill  are  correct.  But  the  prec¬ 
edent  we  are  setting  here  is  a  very  im¬ 
portant  one  and  we  should  give  it  ade¬ 
quate  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  May  I  make  this  sug¬ 
gestion?  We  have  already  established 
a  precedent  under  similar  conditions, 
and  I  suggest  that  in  any  general  legis¬ 
lation  we  write  on  this  subject  we  would 
have  to  carve  out  an  exception  to  meet 
this  particular  kind  of  situation.  The 
point  is  not  to  have  a  family-size  farm. 
The  point  is  to  have  a  farm  which  will 
provide  people  a  decent  living.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  testimony  abounds  with  evi¬ 
dence  that  a  man  cannot  make  a  decent 
living  on  a  320-acre  farm  in  the  San  Luis 
Valley. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
so  vital  a  subject,  and  we  are  so  likely 
to  build  up  precedents  in  favor  of  vio¬ 
lating  the  principle  of  the  family-size 


farm,  that  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not 
put  me  in  the  position  of  being  ungra¬ 
cious  by  asking  that  the  bill  go  over  to 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar.  I  should 
like  to  oblige  my  good  friend  front'  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  I  hope  he  will  not  put  me  at 
the  bottom  of  the  calendar  so  -far  as  his 
esteem  for  me  is  concerned;  but  I  should 
like  to  have  the  bill  go  over  until  the 
next  time  the  calendar  is  called.  I  feel 
very  bad  about  resisting  the  invitation 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  but  I  must 
request  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
before  the  Senator  makes  his  final  judg¬ 
ment  I  should  like  to  add  a  word.  In¬ 
asmuch  as  I  was  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  and  am  chairman  of  the  full 
committee  which  acted  upon  this  meas¬ 
ure,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  there  was  no  objection 
in  the  committee  to  the  favorable  report 
upon  this  bill. 

The  160-acre  limitation  has  frequently 
in  the  past  been  called  the  antispecula¬ 
tion  feature  of  the  original  reclamation 
law.  It  was  designed  to  prevent  a  con¬ 
dition  under  which  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  should  spend  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  money  to  put  water  upon  land  not 
presently  being  used  for  growing  crops, 
but  owned  by  private  individuals,  and 
thereby  make  it  possible  for  such  indi¬ 
viduals  to  gain  substantial  accretions  to 
the  value  of  their  land  and  then  sell  the 
land  to  those  who  wanted  to  settle  upon 
the  irrigated  area. 

Such  a  condition  does  not  apply  in  the 
San  Luis  Valley,  because  the  entire  valley 
has  already  been  settled,  and  most  of  it 
is  in  small  holdings.  The  records  before 
the  committee  show  that  in  the  entire 
valley,  if  my  recollection  is  correct,  there 
were  not  more  than  three  or  four  ranch 
holdings  in  excess  of  2,500  acres.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  any  of  these  lands 
were  getting  any  new  water.  The  water 
rights  in  the  valley  have  already  been  al¬ 
located.  They  are  claimed.  They  are 
owned  under  the  law.  What  the  con¬ 
struction  work  accomplishes  is  to  store 
the  water  and  stabilize  the  flow.  So  the 
committee  was  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
nothing  in  this  bill  would  change  the 
undamental  principle  of  the  antispecu- 
l&tion  law. 

.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
a  real  feeling  of  humility  in  going  into 
the  question  of  reclamation  law  with  such 
distinguished  authorities  as  have  re¬ 
cently  sp<5ken.  But  I  had  always  thought 
that  the  original  reclamation  law  was 
intended  toVmvern  the  disposition  of 
water  and  thadjt  applied  to  public  water 
to  irrigate  private  lands  as  well  as  to 
irrigate  public  lands.  It  was  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Congress  that  this  water  was  to 
be  used  primarily  topromote  the  family- 
size  farm.  Now  if  if\be  true  that  the 
public  waters  developecKby  reclamation 
projects  are  intended  fdr  the  family- 
size  farm,  I  think  we  should  hold  to  that 
purpose.  As  I  say,  it  may  well  be  that, 
because  of  the  high  altitud\and  the 
short-growing  season,  an  artificial  re¬ 
striction  to  320  acres  in  this  pai^icular 
valley  in  Colorado  may  not  be  sufficient 
to  support  a  family.  But  I  think\the 
burden  of  proof,  if  I  may  put  it  that  v 
should  be  on  those  who  would  change  tlie 
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fundamental  reclamation  and  water  law 
of  the  country,  rather  than  upon  those 
of  us  who  are  trying  to  uphold  it.  That 
is  why  once  again,  in  a  very  moderate 
fashion,  I  must  say  that  I  hope  the  bill 
may  go.over  until  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar.\ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  tjre  Senator  yield  on  that 
point?  S 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  that  when  we  have 
the  next  call  of  th&  calendar  this  par¬ 
ticular  bill  will  be  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  request  is  agreed  to,  and 
the  bill  goes  over. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
going  to  add  my  objection  to  that  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois.  I  also 'ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over.  Under  the  ur 
mous  consent  agreement  the  bill  will1' 
considered  at  the  next  call  of  the 
endar. 

COLVILLE  INDIAN  RESERVATION  LANDS— 
BILL  PASSED  TO  THE  FOOT  OF  THE 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2432)  restoring  to  tribal 
ownership  certain  lands  upon  the  Colville 
Indian  Reservation,  Wash.,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  who  asked  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  will  withhold  his 
objection  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  asked 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over.  I  made  the 
request  on  behalf  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler].  I  would 
not  be  adverse  to  having  it  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  and  to  have  it  called  up 
again  when  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nebraska  returns  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  ob¬ 
jection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 

RECLASSIFICATION  OF  SALARIES  OF 
POSTMASTERS  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1516)  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  “An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries 
of  postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  of 
the  postal  service;  to  establish  uniform 
procedures  for  computing  compensation; 
and  for  other  purposes,”  approved  July  6, 
1945,  so  as  to  provide  annual  automatic 
within-grade  promotions  for  hourly  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  custodial  service,  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  according 
to  my  record  Calendar  No.  833,  House 
bill  2432  was  recommitted.  I  heard  a 
motion  to  recommit  made  sometime  ago, 
and  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  bill  was  recommitted,  and  then  re- 
ported  back  to  the  calendar,  and  is  now  I 
on  the  calendar  again. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  the  bill  has  gone  back  to  the  com-  : 
mittee  and  been  reported  back  from  the 
committee  and  is  now  on  the  calendar? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  bill  was  recommitted  for  amend¬ 


ment.  The  amendment  has  been  added 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  am  talking  about  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  833,  House  bill  2432. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  was  under  a  misappre¬ 
hension.  I  had  reference  to  the  next  bill 
on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  am  sure  it  was  recom¬ 
mitted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No  pre¬ 
vious  action  has  been  taken  today  on 
Calendar  833,  House  bill  2432.  A  mo¬ 
ment  ago  it  was  passed  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  I 
asked  that  it  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calen¬ 
dar,  and  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnuson]  de¬ 
sires  to  have  it  considered  when  it  is 
reached  again  later  today,  very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  House 
bill  1516,  Calendar  No.  834,  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

S There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
l.  1516)  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
ict  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  post¬ 
ers,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  .service;  to  establish  uniform  pro¬ 
cedure's  for  computing  compensation; 
and  for  other  purposes,”  approved  July 
6,  1945,  sb  as  to  pfovide  annual  auto¬ 
matic  within-grade  promotions  for 
hourly  employees  to  the  custodial  service, 
was  considered,  order  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SURVIVORSHIP  BENEFITS  FOR  WIDOWS 
AND  WIDOWERS  UNDER  CIVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship 
benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  per¬ 
sons  retiring  under  such  act,  which  has 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  with  an 
amendment  on  page  2,  line  3,  before  the 
word  “per  centum”,  to  strike  out  “90” 
and  insert  “95.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  ask  what  would  be  the  cost  of  this 
bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  a  similar  bill  passed  the 
Senate  this  year.  We  reported  the 
House  bill  with  an  amendment,  in  order 
to  get  it  to  conference.  If  the  Senator 
will  read  the  report,  he  will  find  that  to 
be  true. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  receive  an  answer  to  my  question, 
as  to  the  cost? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
answer  that  question.  The  bill  involves 
5,000  widows  of  men  who  were  working 
for  the  Government,  and  who  died.  The 
widows  were  left  out  of  the  bill  we  passed 
last  year. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
mind  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
that  we  are  a  little  late  In  asking  the  cost. 
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About  2  months  ago  we  passed  a  bill 
which  gave  these  same  survivorship 
benefits  to  the  men.  At  that  time  I 
called  the  Senate’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  were  then  establishing  a  prece¬ 
dent  and  that  later  such  benefits  would 
be  requested  by  the  women.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  receive  the 
same  benefits  as  do  the  men,  because 
they  pay  the  same  amount  into  the  fund. 

I  objected  to  passage  of  the  first  bill  be¬ 
cause  we  did  not  have  an  estimate  of  the 
cost.  But  since  the  Congress  has  passed 
the  increased  benefits  for  the  men  with¬ 
out  considering  the  cost  we  now  have  no 
alternative  other  than  to  give  the  women 
the  same  consideration. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  address 
my  remarks  to  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall ] .  As  I  understood  the  Senator’s 
question,  he  asked  what  would  be  the 
cost  of  this  bill  in  dollars.  The  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  gave  the  answer  in  a 
new  form  of  currency — 5,000  widows. 
The  question  is.  How  many  dollars  to  a 
widow,  and  how  many  widows  to  a  dol¬ 
lar? 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  would  depend  upon 
the  salary  their  hubands  were  receiving. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  How  many  dollars? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  may  answer  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  by  saying 
that  it  depends  on  the  salary  the  hus¬ 
band  was  receiving  at  the  time  of  his 
death. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  time,  the  same  increase  was  given 
with  respect  to  the  men,  I  called  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  that  bill  carried  no 
recommendation  from  the  Budget,  and 
that  there  was  no  estimate  as  to  the  cost. 

I  said  that  we  were  establishing  a  bad 
precedent  at  that  time.  I  opposed  the 
bill  at  that  time  and  voted  against  it,  but 
it  was  passed.  However,  since  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  already  adopted  the  principle 
of  allowing  a  man  to  deduct  only  5  per¬ 
cent  when  he  makes  his  wife  the  survivor, 

I  now  think  a  woman  should  be  allowed 
to  name  her  husband  survivor,  with  the 
same  deduction. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  is  entirely  correct.  The  bill 
wipes  out  an  inequity. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

System" oFoRAl^A^g" XRn  SANITATTOTT — 

FOR  CITY  OF\POLSON,  MONT. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  28&3)  to  authorize  an 
appropriation  in  aid  ore,  system  of  drain¬ 
age  and  sanitation  for  t^e  city  of  Poison, 
Mont.,  was  announced  assnext  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  resident, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  a$k  the 

sponsor  of  the  bill  whether  it  is _ 

that  the  effect  of  the  bill,  if  enac 
would  be  completely  to  relieve  the  ir5 
gation  district  of  any  responsibility  ^ 
financial  or  otherwise,  for  maintenance? 
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the  red.  Why  set  up  a  new  organiza¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  That  has  already 
been  set  up.  This  simply  gives  them 
authority  for  what  they  are  now  doing. 

Mr.  RICH.  You  have  that  organiza¬ 
tion  now,  as  I  understand  it,  and  they 
are  doing  a  good  job,  and  anybody  can 
go  there  to  make  recordings. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Yes;  and  they  will 
charge  you  for  the  records  that  you  or 
other  Members  may  make. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  As  I 
understand  it  they  will  keep  on  charging 
for  these  recordings. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  They  are  going  to 
continue  to  charge  for  the  recordings,  but 
the  money,  which  has  heretofore  not  been 
turned  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  will  be  accounted  for  in  the 
future. 

Mi’.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  it  not  a  fact  • 
that  under  the  present  set-up  it  is  Gov¬ 
ernment  money,  but  there  is  no  super¬ 
vision  because  while  it  is  supposed  to  be 
under  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  they  have  no 
control  and  no  report  is  made  on  the 
operation?  The  main  purpose  of  this  is 
to  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  have  con¬ 
trol  and  if  any  money  comes  in  that  will 
be  accounted  for  and  they  will  issue 
checks  and  pay  the  bills;  is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  This  will  make  them 
responsible  to  somebody  for  the  oper¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  the  main 
purpose  of  this,  as  I  understand;  to  en¬ 
able  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Senate  to  protect  them¬ 
selves  in  connection  with  the  money  that 
is  received.  This  gives  them  the  author¬ 
ity  to  put  the  operation  under  bond,  so 
that  they  will  be  protected. 

Mr.  RICH.  May  I  ask  this  question: 
Has  there  been  any  complaint  about  the 
set-up  or  the  organization  which  we  now 
have? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  None  has  come  to  the 
committee.  / 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  On  the  other 
hand  they  have  received  nothing  but 
compliments. 

Mr.  RICH.  Have  the  people  'who  are 
operating  it  now  ever  done  anything  con¬ 
trary  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
House? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Not  at' all. 

Mr.  RICH.  Then  why  set  up  some¬ 
thing  which  is  going  to  be  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  and  put  more  Government  control 
on  the  people  who  are  operating  it? 

Mi’.  STANLEY.  I  would  say  in  answer 
to  the  gentlerqdn’s  question,  as  one  busi¬ 
nessman  to  ahother,  that  we  would  want 
to  have  an  accounting  of  the  money  that 
came  intpany  facility  or  corporation  in 
which  we  were  interested.  We  would 
want  somebody  to  account  for  that 
money.  There  has  been  no  person  to 
whom  they  should  be  accountable  up  to 
the  present  time.  This  provides  for  a 
proper  accounting  of  these  funds. 


Mr.  RICH.  Have  you  asked  them  for 
an  accounting? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  do  not  know  that 
that  has  been  done. 

Mr.  RICH.  Has  anybody  made  a  com¬ 
plaint? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  against 
these  controls,  this  everlasting  putting 
things  under  the  control  of  somebody,  be¬ 
cause  everything  we  are  doing  is  to  get 
control  of  something.  I  object. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Rich],  in  good 
faith  misunderstands  the  situation.  It 
is  already  under  the  control  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate. 

Suppose  you  were  Clerk  of  the  House 
or  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  this  was 
under  your  control,  but  you  have  no  con- 
'trol.  There  is  no  necessity  for  making 
returns  to  you.  This  is  simply  to  enable 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Senate  to  protect  themselves 
on  iheir  bond.  If  there  is  anything 
wrong,  their  bond  is  liable,  but  they  have 
no  authority  to  protect  themselves  or  to 
protect  their  bond. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  like 
to  say,  if  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
will  yield,  the  Chair  has  been  wrestling 
with  this  thing,  all  this  /ear.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich!  is 
a  businessman,'  I  understand.  This  is  to 
try  to  bring  some  business  into  this  thing 
and  have  it  on  thq  level  and  have  every¬ 
body  know  where  they  Stand.  That  is  the 
whole  question, 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  asked 
questions,  and  I  cannot  find  where  there 
has  been  ahy  complaint.  If  I.could  find 
something  that  was  wrong  I  vyould  be 
willing/to  let  it  go  by.  I  am  only,  trying 
to  make  things  better.  If  I  can  dq.  that 
by  objecting  I  intend  to  object.  '  Jf  I 
wphld  do  better  by  withdrawing  my  in¬ 
jection,  I  will  do  that,  but  these  things 
come  in  so  hurriedly  that  we  do  not  have' \ 
a  chance  to  have  them  explained.  I  do 
not  want  to  object  if  it  is  something  that 
will  do  some  good.  You  say  it  is  going  to 
do  good,  so  let  us  put  it  through. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  As  a  member  of  the 
Subcommittee,  on  Appropriations  that 
handles  this  particular  situation,  I  may 
say  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  and  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that 
this  resolution,  to  a  very  marked  degree, 
carries  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  which 
deals  with  this  particular  thing. 

We  found  that  there  was  loose  fiscal 
control  over  the  funds  going  into  this 
revolving  fund  in  the  office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms.  This  is  carrying  out  a  recom¬ 
mendation  made  by  that  Subcommittee 
on  Appropriations,  as  good  business 
practice. 

Mr.  RICH.  You  mean  to  put  this  into 
effect? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Yes. 


Mr.  RICH.  Then  I  withdraw  my  ob¬ 
jection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield?- 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
would  like  to  ask  if  the  newspapermen 
and  the  radio  commentators  can  con¬ 
tinue  to  use  this  service. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  This  does  not  affect 
the  service  they  have  now,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  They 
use  these  facilities,  I  understand,  for 
interviews. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  understand  this  is 
only  for  Members  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The 
question  which  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  asked  is  a  very  good  question. 
But  the  general  way  that  the  newspaper 
and  radio  men  use  the  facility  is  to  have 
a  conference  with  a  Member  of  the 
House.  Is  that  not  what  the  gentleman 
means? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Yes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Under 
this  that  would  not  be  barred. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  un¬ 
derstood  there  were  certain  radio  com¬ 
mentators  who  would  go  up  there  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  statements  that  they  send  back 
to  their  local  stations.  Would  they  be 
able  to  continue  to  use  that? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  think  that  is  dif¬ 
ferent. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  resolution  undertakes  to  establish 
a  business  service  that  has  been  in  ex¬ 
istence  for  2  years. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  It  does  not  provide 
for  any  funds.  It  does  not  comtemplate 
the  expenditure  of  any  more  money.  I 
think  it  contemplates  the  supervision  of 
funds  that  are  taken  in. 

Mr.  STANLEY.  The  gentleman  is 
’ijprrect. 

'Mr.  RICH.  It  provides  $10,000  salary. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  They  are  already 
beinggpaid. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STANLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  We  have  gone  with 
the  experience  with  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms’  office,  and  some  of  us  were  penal¬ 
ized  on  that  for  ^.considerable  time.  We 
have  got  the  situation  that  has  been 
more  or  less  publicized  in  connection 
with  the  stationery  room.  Now,  this 
situation  comes  up.  The  question  I  want 
to  ask  is,  When  are  these  committees 
who  make  up  such  set-upk-going  to  learn 
to  put  this  on  a  business  ba'sis  at  the  in¬ 
ception  of  the  deal? 

We  are  the  representatives  of.  the  tax¬ 
payers  here.  This  thing  is  inexcusable. 
You  cannot  go  before  your  people  and 
justify  what  happened  through  loose 
dealing  on  the  part  of  committees  which 
start  these  things  in  the  first  place  and 
put  the  Speaker  of  the  House  in  a  posi- 


11518 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  11 


ti'on  where  we  have  to  help  him  pull  our¬ 
selves  out  of  a  mudhole.  The  question 
I  would  like  for  somebody  to  answer  here 
is.  When  are  you  going  to  quit  setting  up 
these  loose  deals  like  this?  Imagine  a 
situation  where  that  has  been  going  on 
here  undef'appropriations  of  this  House 
with  no  accountability.  It  is  inexcus¬ 
able  and  it  ought  to  be  straightened  out. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  parsed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  \ 

ADDITIONAL  CLERICAL  ASSISTANT, 
DISBURSING  OFFICE  \ 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  I 
present  a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res. 
315)  authorizing  additional  employees 
in  the  disbursing  office,  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That,  effective  August  1,  1949, 
there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House,  until  otherwise  provided 
by  law,  an  additional  sum  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  (basic)  per  annum  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  additional  clerical  assistants  in 
the  disbursing  office  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  House  Resolution  585,  adopted 
December  16,  1942. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments: 

Line  1,  change  "affective”  to  "effective.” 

Line  4,  strike  out  “$5,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "$2,500.” 

Line  4,  following  the  word  “of”,  insert  the 
word  "one.” 

Line  5,  strike  out  the  word  “assistants” 
and  insert  the  word  "assistant”  in  lieu  there¬ 
of. 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

ISABEL  MUTH  MEADE 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad¬ 
ministration,  I  present  a  privileged  reso- 
lution  (H.  Res.  288)  for  the  relief  of 
Isabel  Muth  Meade  and  ask  for  its  im¬ 
mediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows,!' 

Resolved,  That  there  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  to  Isabel 
Muth  Meade,  widow  of  Hugh  A.  Meade,  late 
an  employee  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
an  amount  equal  to  6  months’  salary  at  the 
rate  he  was  receiving  at  the  time  of  his 
death  and  an  additional  amount  not  to 
exceed  $250  toward  defraying  the  funeral 
expenses  of  said  Hugh  A.  Meade. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  "$250”  and  insert 
"$350.”  . 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


RUTH  BANKHEAD 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  House  Admin¬ 
istration,  I  present  a  privileged  resolution 
(H.  Res.  317)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ruth. 
Bankhead  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  there  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  to  Mrs.: 
Ruth  Bankhead,  mother  of  Amoretta  Bank-r 
head,  late  an  employee  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  an  amount  equal  to  6  months’; 
salary  at  the  rate  she  was  receiving  at  the) 
time  of  her  death  and  an  additional  amount, 
not  to  exceed  $350  toward  defraying  the) 
funeral  expenses  of  said  Amoretta  Bank-’ 
head. 


The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the; 
table. 

ELECTION  CONTESTS  DISMISSED:? 

BROWNER  v.  CUNNINGHAM,  FIFTH  DIS-j 

TRICT,  IOWA;  FULLER  v.  DAVIES,! 

THIRTY-FIFTH  DISTRICT,  NEW  YORK,! 

AND  THIERRY  v.  FEIGHAN,  TWENTIETH* *” 

DISTRICT,  OHIO 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
reclftpn  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad¬ 
ministration,  I  present  a  privileged  reso¬ 
lution  t-jH.  Res.  324)  relative  to  the  con¬ 
tested  election  cases  of  Browner  against 
Cunningham,  Fifth  Congressional  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Io'tya;  Fuller  against  Davies, 
Thirty-fifth  Congressional  District  of 
New  York;  ancKThierry  against  Feighan, 
Twentieth  Concessional  District  of 
'  Ohio,  and  ask  foi^  its  immediate  con¬ 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  th^resolution  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  election  contest  of  Vin¬ 
cent  L.  Browner,  contestant^  against  Paul 
Cunningham,  contestee,  Fifth  'Congressional 
District  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  dismissed, 
and  that  the  said  Paul  Cunningham  is  en¬ 
titled  to  his  seat  as  a  Representative  of  said 
district  and  State;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  election  contest  ohHad- 
wen  C.  Fuller,  contestant,  against  Joins 
Davies,  contestee,  Thirty-fifth  Congressional 
District  of  the  State  of  New  York,  be  d: 
missed  and  that  the  said  John  C.  Davies 
entitled  to  his  seat  as  a  Representative  of 
said  district  and  State;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  election  contest  of 
James  F.  Thierry,  contestant,  against  Michael 
A.  Feighan,  contestee,  Twentieth  Congres¬ 
sional  District  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  be  dis¬ 
missed  and  that  the  said  Michael  A.  Feighan 
is  entitled  to  his  seat  as  a  Representative  of 
said  district  and  State. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  bill  just  passed  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Radio  Gallery,  if  we  are  going 
to  have  a  good  business  administration 
will  it  be  possible  for  any  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  go  to  the  Radio  Gallery,  use  the 
services  there  and  run  up  a  big  bill  with¬ 
out  having  a  proper  accounting?  In 
other  words,  is  the  administrator  of  the 
House  Radio  Gallery  going  to  see  that 
these  bills  are  kept  current? 


The  SPEAKER.  It  is  certainly  not  th$ 
intention  of  myself  that  this  be  mn/n 
any  other  way  except  on  a  business  basis 
and  that  all  people  pay  their/bills 
promptly. 

AMENDMENT  TO  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIRE¬ 
MENT  ACT  OF  MAY  29,  1930 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Tennessee.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits 
for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons  re¬ 
tiring  under  such  act,  with  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  and  agree  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SFEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Murray  of  Tennessee, 
Morrison,  and  Rees. 

1  FEKMIS'STDN  Ttr  ADDRESS” THE  1  HuUSE 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FEDERAL  AID  TO  EDUCATION 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
we  passed  a  bill  which  was  an  issue  in 
the  plank  of  the  Democratic  platform 
during  the  past  year.  I  was  for  the  bill, 
I  voted  for  it,  I  think  it  is  a  fair  and  just 
measure.  However,  I  think  there  is  an¬ 
other  issue  which  was  a  plank  in  the 
same  Democratic  platform  that  should 
be  brought  before  the  Congress  now.  I 
refer  to  the  Federal  aid-to-education  bill. 
I  know  this  is  a  very  controversial  issue, 
but  why  not  let  the  Representatives  of 
148,000,000  people  decide  the  issue  in  the 
democratic  way? 

This  country  is  too  great  and  too 
powerful  to  let  dissension  on  religious 
and  racial  issues  divide  our  people.  This 
\Congress  is  capable  of  passing  a  Federal 

*jd-to-education  bill  which  is  fair  and 
jukt  to  all  races  and  creeds  if  it  is  given 
the\pportunity. 

OnK.  slogan  which  has  made  this  Na¬ 
tion  a'loeacon  to  all  peoples  throughout 
the  wo  mi  is  “equality  of  opportunity  to 
all."  Do  tae  now  have  equality  of  educa¬ 
tional  opportunity  in  this  Nation?  I  do 
not  feel  we  aS- but  let  us  bring  the  Fed¬ 
eral  aid-to-education  bill  before  the  Rep¬ 
resentatives  of  Hie  people  and  let  them 
decide. 

Truth  crushed  toTarth  shall  rise  again. 
For  the  eternal  years^of  God’s  are  hers. 

EXTENSION  OfVeMARKS 

Mr.  JAVITS  asked  andVas  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  on  the\ubject  Far 
Eastern  Cooperation. 

FAR  EASTERN  COOPERATIC 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  resolu¬ 
tion  is  being  introduced  today  in  which  I 
have  joined  with  Representatives  George 
A.  Smathers,  Democrat,  Florida;  Jame 
G.  Fulton,  Republican,  Pennsylvania-'' 
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ie  application  of  various  recommendations 
and  textual  discussions  concerning  the  Cen- 
traiUntelligence  Agency  contained  in  the  re¬ 
ported  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government. 
Because\pf  the  nature  of  the  work  of  this 
Agency,  ?ytm  sure  you  will  understand  the 
difficulties  giving  any  detailed  public  re¬ 
port  of  this'Nnature  while  still  maintaining 
essential  security.  However,  I  believe  that 
I  can  make  certain  general  statements  which 
will  be  responsive 

The  Central  Infl^ligence  Agency  was  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947  (P.  L.  253,  80th  cHng.) .  This  act  placed 
the  Agency  under  the  direction.  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Council,  a\d  the  Commission 
has  agreed  that  it  is  property  so  placed.  The 
Congress  has  now  passed  ftae  Central  In¬ 
telligence  Agency  Act  of  1949  (miblic  Law  100, 
81st  Cong.),  which  gives  the  Agency  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  authorities  it  needs  carry  out 
the  functions  assigned  to  it  by  th^.  National 
Security  Act  of  1947.  In  addition,  this  new 
act  is  most  important  to  us  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  career  foreign  intelligence  Iserv- 
ice  for  the  Government,  which  is  so  vitakto 
the  Agency’s  successful  performance  of  its 
assigned  missions. 

Recommendation  No.  4c  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  Report  on  the  National  Security 
Organization  is  “That  vigorous  steps  be 
taken  to  improve  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  and  its  work.”  These  steps,  we  feel, 
are  being  taken,  and  will  continue  to  be 
taken  in  the  future.  In  this  connection, 
I  invite  your  attention  to  paragraph  5  of 
the  comments  of  the  executive  secretary  of 
the  National  Security  Council,  contained  in 
his  letter  to  you  dated  June  22,  1949.  He 
states : 

“Last  year  the  Council  employed  a  special 
group  of  consultants  from  outside  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  survey  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  and  related  intelligence  problems  and 
report  its  findings  to  the  Council. 

“The  Council  has  considered  this  survey, 
has  taken  some  indicated  steps  for  improve¬ 
ment,  and  presently  has  under  advisement 
additional  steps  to  improve  the  Central  In¬ 
telligence  Agency  and  national  organization 
for  intelligence.” 

One  particular  weakness  which  was  under¬ 
lined  by  the  task  force  report  on  the  national 
security  organization  (appendix  G,  pp.  20 
and  77)  was  in  the  field  of  scientific  and 
medical  intelligence.  This  criticism,  which 
was  justified,  was  anticipated  and  met  by 
creating  a  special  office  within  the  Agency, 
under  an  assistant  director,  whose  sole  re¬ 
sponsibility  lies  in  the  field  of  scientific  and 
medical  intelligence.  As  assistant  director 
we  were  most  fortunate  to  secure  an  out¬ 
standing  scientist,  with  a  long  and  distin¬ 
guished  career,  both  in  the  field  of  applied 
science  and  medical  research.  In  addition, 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  Act  of  1949 
(Public  Law  110,  81st  Cong.,  sec.  9)  author¬ 
izes  the  establishment  within  the  Agency  of 
three  P-9  positions  for  those  scientific  intel¬ 
ligence  functions  which  require  the  services 
of  specially  trained  scientific  personnel. 

Further  criticism  has  been  indicated  of 
relationships  among  the  various  Intelligence 
agencies  throughout  the  Government  and  in 
the  production  of  intelligence  estimates. 
You  may  be  assured  that  these  problems  are 
being  considered  on  a  daily  basis,  with 
thought  to  their  continual  improvement. 

In  your  letter  you  note  that  your  com¬ 
mittee  is  particularly  interested  in  recom¬ 
mendations  in  the  field  of  general  and  per¬ 
sonnel  management,  administrative  services, 
and  budgeting  and  accounting. 

Great  strides  forward  in  the  general  field 
of  administrative  services  are  anticipated 
with  the  passage  recently  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  While  an  exemption  has  been  granted 


this  agency  under  section  502  (d)  (17)  of  this 
act,  we  are  complying  with  its  provisions 
wherever  possible.  As  we  stated  in  discus¬ 
sions  with  a  member  of  your  committee  staff 
during  consideration  of  this  act,  this  agency 
has  some  very  special  problems  In  the  field 
of  procurement,  which,  because  of  the  nature 
of  our  work,  require  that  special  means  of 
procurement  be  taken.  Normal  procurement 
channels  and  methods  cannot  always  be  fol¬ 
lowed  for  reasons  of  security.  In  addition, 
section  3  of  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
Act  of  1949  extends  to  us  certain  authorities 
contained  in  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Act  of  1947. 

We  have  given  careful  study  to  the  Hoover 
Commission  reports  in  the  fields  of  personnel 
and  general  management,  and  budget  and 
accounting.  We  maintain  a  small  manage 
ment  staff  engaged  in  constant  survey  and 
review  of  agency  activities.  Their  mission  is 
the  prevention  of  overlapping  of  functions 
and  the  establishment  of  organization 
structure  and  personnel  authorizations  on 
the  basis  of  maximum  production  with 
minimum  personnel. 

We  feel  that  this  has  produced  excellent 
results  so  far.  As  I  stated  above,  we  are 
trying  to  build  a  career  service  in  intelli¬ 
gence  which  shall  be  second  to  none.  At 
ie  same  time  we  are  endeavoring  to  keep 
afcninistrative  costs  at  a  minimum  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  costs  can  be  met  at  the  expense 
of  operational  activities  after  a  certain  minl“J 
mum\as  been  reached.  We  are  pleased  to 
find,  however,  that  many  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations  were  already  in 
practice  heee  in  administrative  fields. 

I  trust  tiVt  the  above  comments  will  be 
helpful  to  yout  and  if  there  is  anything  fur¬ 
ther  we  can  d<\to  assist  you  please  do  not 
hesitate  to  call  u^on  me. 

Sincerely  yoWs, 

R.  si.  Hillenkoetter, 

Rear  Admiral,  \inited  States  Navy, 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence. 

SUSPENSION  OF  DEPORTATION  OF 
CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  ftkid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  ouh;he  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  (S.  Con.  Res.  28)  favofeng  the 
suspension  of  deportation  of  certain 
aliens,  which  were,  on  page  5,  afte^line 
5,  insert  “A-6611868,  Diamantopou^s, 
Sapho”;  on  page  6,  after  line  22,  inse 
“A-2776290,  Kahn,  Akram  or  Mohamec 
Akram  or  John  Elk  or  Chief  Running 
Elk”;  on  page  8,  strike  out  lines  22,  23, 
and  24;  and  on  page  9,  after  line  17,  in¬ 
sert  “A-3333079,  Pirrone,  Antonino.” 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BIG  BEND  NATIONAL  PARK,  TEX. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  announcing  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2877)  to  authorize  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  certain  lands  to  the  Big  Bend 
National  Park,  in  the  State  of  Texas,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a  con¬ 
ference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree 
to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con¬ 
ference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and 
the  Vice  President  appointed  Mr. 


O’Mahoney,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Anderson, 
Mr.  Butler,  and  Mr.  JVBllikin  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CIVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  announcing  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivor¬ 
ship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of 
persons  retiring  under  such  act,  and  re¬ 
questing  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendment,  agree  to  the  request  of  the 
House  for  a  conference,  and  that  the 
Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Vice  President  appointed  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Frear,  and  Mr. 
Flanders  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 


FOREIGN"  AID  APPROPRIATIONS— SUB¬ 
STITUTION  OF  CONFEREE 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed]  was  ap¬ 
pointed  one  of  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  on  the  ECA  bill,  H.  R.  4830, 
making  appropriations  for  foreign  aid  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1950,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  am  informed  that 
he  is  ill,  and  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  to  appoint  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
in  his  place  and  stead.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  that  may  be  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 

Tam  m  pqcpp  9 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Reed]  is  ill.  He  has  been  or¬ 
dered  to  spend  a  couple  of  weeks  in  the 
hospital  in  order  to  recuperate  from  his 
illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
ection,  the  substitution  requested  will 
beunade. 

DELIVERED- PRICE  SYSTEMS  AND 
FRIGHT- ABSORPTION  PRACTICES 

The  V%CE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agre'dng  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  a^misiana  [Mr.  Long]  to  re¬ 
consider  theNpte  by  which  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  fDqm  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
ran]  to  send  S&^pte  bill  1008  to  confer¬ 
ence  was  agreed 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  ''Mr.  President,  I  as¬ 
sume  that  there  is  further  routine 
business  to  be  transaS^ed,  and  that  we 
are  prepared  to  proceed  ua  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  motion  of  theteenator  from 
Louisiana.  I  yield  30  minutes  of  our  time 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry], 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  ThelSenator 
from  Nebraska  is  recognized  f^r  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  at 'Ifte 
outset  I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation 
to  the  distinguished  junior  senator  from 
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DUisiana  [Mr.  Long]  and  his  colleagues 
wlto  have  worked  with  him  in  bringing 
to  flae  attention  of  the  Senate  the  many 
priceviiscriminations  which  have  been 
allegetkand  the  monopolistic  tendencies 
which  ha^e  existed,  especially  during  the 
past  few  years.  To  my  way  of  thinking 
that  is  ankndictment  against  this  ad¬ 
ministration  ipr  its  failure,  through  the 
procedures  weSfiow  1  ave,  to  eliminate 
those  practices/tyhich  have  grown  like 
an  octopus  throughout  our  entire  na¬ 
tional  economy. 

I  agree  with  muchkjhat  has  been  said 
relative  to  monopoly  ahd  discrimination. 
I  think  there  is  a  need  >p  overhaul  our 
statutes.  I  agree  with  theufistinguished 
Senators  who  have  worked  sa^earnestly  in 
that  direction,  and  I  shall  suWmrt  them 
in  enacting  legislation  to  accomplish  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  President,  the  debate  on  1008 
has  gone  clearly  beyond  the  provilsjons 
contained  therein. 

This  bill  has  been  used  as  the  m 
dium  by  which  to  air  wholesale  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  laws,  and 
the  Senate,  at  least,  momentarily,  has 
gotten  far  away  from  the  issues  involved 
in  the  proposed  legislation. 

Much  of  the  debate  has  been  taken  up 
with  a  discussion  of  collusion  with  re¬ 
spect  to  prices,  such  as  was  alleged 
against  the  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co. 
and  other  large  distributing  companies 
throughout  the  country. 

All  of  that  is  beside  the  point.  It  is 
entirely  outside  the  question  presented 
by  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  is 
just  as  much  in  favor  of  overhauling  and 
amending  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act 
wherever  needed  as  is  anyone  else,  but 
with  all  due  respect  to  the  sincerity  of 
my  colleagues,  I  suggest  that  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  is  not  the  place  to  attempt 
a  general  revision  of  the  Sherman  anti¬ 
trust  law  and  the  Clayton  Act,  especially 
so  as  it  is  not  the  issue  involved  in  the 
pending  bill. 

All  that  the  pending  bill,  without  its 
crippling  amendments,  is  designed  to  do 
is  restore  the  competitive  conditions 
which  were  revolutionized  by  the  Su, 
preme  Court  opinion  in  the  Cemi 
case — an  opinion  which  has  caused  gjfcat 
confusion  among  businessmen  and 
them  to  their  wits’  end. 

Shall  all  industries  be  compelled  to 
price  their  merchandise  f.  o.jfi.  factory 
or  mill,  or  shall  all  industries  be  per¬ 
mitted  as  in  the  past  to  M 11  at  a  de¬ 
livered  price  if  they  so  chdose?  That  is 
all  that  is  involved  in  thjerbill ;  and  unless 
the  bill  is  passed,  the  resulting  impact 
upon  industry  and  especially  upon  the 
small -business  men/will  be  devastating. 
Many  simply  will  have  to  go  out  of 
business.  / 

Think  of  the  millions  upon  millions 
of  transactions  which  occur  daily,  and 
we  get  some  idea  of  the  complexity  of 
our  economic  system.  Add  to  that  the 
difficulties  of  maintaining  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  to  provide  for  free  competitive 
enterprise,  and  then  we  see  that  the 
problem  is  vastly  more  complicated  than 
the  duties  of  an  umpire  at  a  baseball 
game, 


For  years  my  own  family  in  Nebraska 
has  dealt  in  livestock.  Sometimes  our 
firm  has  sold  horses  f.  o.  b.  at  our  farm. 
But  on  many  occasions  we  have  sold 
horses  in  competition  with  other  sellers, 
and  in  those  instances  we  had  to  deliver 
the  horses  to  the  buyer’s  farm  or  place 
of  business,  thereby  absorbing  the  freight 
in  order  to  make  the  sale. 

Let  us  extend  that  sample  one  step 
further.  Let  us  assume  that  John  Smith, 
located  25  miles  from  my  farm,  wants  to 
buy  a  horse.  Eight  or  ten  livestock  deal¬ 
ers  have  horses  for  sale,  all  of  them 
worth  about  $100.  Yet  he  comes  to  my 
place — perhaps  because  he  does  not  like 
the  color  of  the  other  horses.  He  says 
to  me,  “I  would  like  to  buy  your  horse. 
Your  horse  is  no  better  than  the  other 
horses.  He  is  worth  $100,  but  I  cannot 
afford  to  pay  the  freight  to  my  farm, 
which  would  cost  me  $10.”  I  say  to  him, 
‘‘I  will  sell  you  the  horse  for  $100,  and  I 
will  deliver  the  horse  to  your  farm.  I 
will  pay  the  $10  freight  rate.” 

It  is  just  as  simple  as  that.  Am  I  to 
be  required  from  now  on  to  price  my 
’  orses  f.  o.  b.  farm?  Am  I  to  be  r ej 
sttdcted?  Or  may  I  do  as  other  Amepf- 
canV have  done  for  100  years,  and  sell/my 
hors&delivered  at  the  other  man’s/arm 
if  I  choose? 

Let  uV  go  one  step  further. /Let  us 
suppose  tl^at  on  Friday  night/ten  live¬ 
stock  dealeVss  or  farmers  gatHer  around 
the  grocery  store,  and  therffnthey  have  a 
cracker-box  discussion  abjydt  John  Smith 
buying  a  horstX  All  10  of  them  say, 
“John  Smith  is  going  tpHauy  a  horse  from 
someone  here.  LeUus  make  him  pay 
$100  for  the  horse. j^fio  they  decide  not 
to  sell  a,  horse  unless  X  brings  $100.  Of 
course,  if  they/ do  that  they  collude 
among  thems^fVes  to  sek  a  horse  for 
$100.  This  id  discrimination.  That  is 
a  monopoly-in  selling  horsesX 
But  the^farmer  comes  to  meVnd  buys 
a  horse/ 1  was  not  at  the  groceW  store. 
I  had  no  part  in  the  cracker-box  discus¬ 
sion  about  maintaining  a  certain  price, 
and  !  sell  a  horse  for  $90,  because  I  Rg.y 
tfye  freight. 

/  In  keeping  with  the  arguments  ad' 
£  vanced  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Long],  that  is  a  violation  of  law. 
That  is  collusion.  But  whether  this  bill 
is  passed  or  not,  it  makes  no  difference 
with  respect  to  that  violation.  We  have 
laws  and  procedures  to  prosecute  such  a 
violation.  It  does  not  come  within  the 
provisions  of  this  bill,  which  would  per¬ 
mit  me  to  absorb  the  freight,  if  I  care  to 
do  so,  in  delivering  a  horse  25  miles  away 
at  the  purchaser’s  farm.  That  is  all  there 
is  to  it.  That  is  all  that  is  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  must  respectfully 
decline  to  yield,  because  I  am  speaking 
under  a  limitation.  I  must  decline  to 
yield  at  this  time.  If  I  have  time  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  speech,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield. 

That  is  all  there  is  to  this  bill.  The 
competitive  elements  involved  in  whether 
I  sold  the  horse  f.  o.  b.  my  farm  or  wheth¬ 
er  I  delivered  it  to  the  buyer’s  farm  are 
the  same  competitive  elements  involved 
in  the  question  of  whether  any  com¬ 
modity  is  to  be  sold  f.  o.  b.  the  place  of 


production,  or  delivered  to  the  buyer’s 
place  of  business. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  focus  our  atten¬ 
tion  upon  the  specific  purpose  for  Which 
the  pending  bill  was  presented.  /Many 
extraneous  issues  have  been  injected  into 
this  debate.  It  seems  that  some  persons 
want  to  use  this  bill  as  a  vehicle  to  cor¬ 
rect  all  the  abuses  in  the  business  world. 
Bogey  men  have  been  paraded,  and  all  of 
them  have  had  the  effect  of  clouding  and 
confusing  the  main  issue.  Misrepre¬ 
sentations  as  to  what'  this' bill  would  do 
or  would  not  do  hqve  been  spread  across 
the  country,  compounding  the  already 
existing  confusion  caused  by  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court’y'resclutionary  opinion. 

Let’s  keep, -bur  eyes  on  the  ball.  This 
Congress  should  not  adjourn  until  this 
issue  is  clarified,  for  the  dislocations  in 
industry/ the  impact  upon  big  and  little 
businesses,  and  far-reaching  effects  upon 
working  men  and  working  women  would 
be  t/emendous — heavy  beyond  measure — 
sjjfbuld  the  present  session  of  Congress 
ail  to  pass  this  measure. 

As  chairman  of  the  Senate’s  Small 
Business  Committee  during  the  Eightieth 
Congress,  and  as  a  minority  member  of 
the  committee  before  that,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  had  many  prob¬ 
lems  of  business  to  consider,  problems 
running  the  range  of  our  national 
economy. 

No  Member  of  this  body  wants  to  op¬ 
press  the  little  fellow  in  business.  By  the 
way,  Mr.  President,  if  we  really  wish  to 
help  him,  we  should  have  passed  this 
measure  within  30  minutes,  and  then 
should  have  devoted  all  of  these  days  to 
setting  up  a  permanent  Small  Business 
Committee  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  so  as  to  help  solve  the  problems 
of  small-business  men  throughout  the 
country.  That  is  what  we  need ;  but  in 
this  Congress  we  have  not  even  been  per¬ 
mitted  to  raise  that  issue. 

As  I  have  said,  we  do  not  wish  to  op¬ 
press  the  little  fellow  in  business.  All  of 
us  want  to  protect  the  rights  of  inde¬ 
pendent  business  firms — the  small  men 
in  business.  They  are  in  the  great  ma¬ 
jority.  In  fact,  they  are  the  backbone 
of  American  industry. 

The  freedom  of  choice  and  freedom  for 
ur  play  must  be  preserved  if  our  way 
of  We  is  to  continue. 

B\t  the  Senate  cannot  rewrite  the 
antitrust  laws  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
That  iika  much  more  complicated  task 
than  theNwriting  of  a  revenue  bill. 

So  I  urgWhe  Senate  not  to  be  carried 
down  bywaykof  controversy  over  this  or 
that  phase  ofScompetition  or  activity  in 
our  national  economy  that  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  0^1  which  is  before  the 
Senate. 

Confusion  and  bewilderment  now  pre¬ 
vail  in  competitive  industry  and  business 
generally.  Plan  expar^ions  are  being 
deferred  or  canceled,  \  have  in  my 
files  many  letters  to  that  eitect — because 
of  this  confusion  and  the  uncertainties 
of  the  future  under  present  stMutes  and 
rulings  of  the  Federal  Trade  SJommis- 
sion.  \ 

Congress  alone  can  remedy  this  Situa¬ 
tion.  It  is  our  responsibility. 

Businessmen  are  helpless  without  clear 
definitions  of  the  law  telling  them  what 
they  can  do  and  what  they  cannot  do. 
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would  amount  to  $25,000,000,000.  The 
avernment  could  not  run  for  7  months  on 
'  amount  of  money. 

4.  ^  every  industry  converted  its  net  work¬ 
ing  capital  into  cash,  the  total  would  amount 
to  $39,000,000,000.  That’s  hardly  enough  to 
run  the  Government  for  11  months. 

In  1932,  'Sjranklin  D.  Roosevelt,  then  a  pres¬ 
idential  candidate,  had  this  to  say  about 
Government  Unending: 

“Any  governrt^nt,  like  any  family,  can  for 
a  year  spend  a  \ittle  more  than  it  earns. 
But  you  and  I  knaw  that  a  continuance  of 
that  habit  means  the  poorhouse.” 

All  of  this  leads  me.  to  ask  you  one  ques¬ 
tion:  Is  there  room  in  the  poorhouse  for 
149,000,000  people? 

Very  truly  yours, 

Ross  Roy. 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  "DAY 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  today  is 
American  Indian  Day.  The  American 
Indian  will  be  honored  and  sainted  by 
the  press,  the  radio,  the  general  public, 
and  even  official  Washington.  What 
the  American  Indian  actually  desires  is 
not  so  much  empty  honors,  not  so  much 
saluting  by  the  press,  the  radio,  or  the 
general  public,  or  even  official  Washing-  f 
ton,  but  to  be  treated  as  an  American. 
He  would  like  to  see  a  little  better  show¬ 
ing  of  the  characteristic  fair  play  of  the  ; 
American  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con-  J 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  j 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  brief  ; 
statement  concerning  the  American 
Indian. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the? 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  CHAVEZ 

On  this,  the  23d  day  of  September  1949, 
the  occasion  of  the  observance  of  American  • 
Indian  Day,  I  am  more  than  pleased  to  note 
that  the  American  Indian  Is  being  honored *  1 
and  saluted  by  the  press,  radio,  the  general 
public,  and  official  Washington. 

One  of  the  finest  tributes  that  can  be  paid 
to  the  Indian  on  this  important  day  is  the  • 
coast-to-coast  radio  program,  The  Song  of 
the  Tom-Tom,  arranged  by  the  Mutual  j 
Broadcasting  System  in  conjunction  with ! 
the  Nation-wide  Citizens  Committee  of  the 
National  Congress  of  American  Indians  and 
designed  to  spotlight  the  cultural  aspects  of  1 
Indian  life.  Delivering  an  address  com¬ 
memorating  this  occasion  will  be  Chief  Jus-  ' 
tice  H.  B.  Johnson,  of  the  Oklahoma  Supreme 
Court,  a  full-blooded  Cherokee  Indian.  A1 
paying  their  respects  to  the  first  Americans 
will  be  songstress  Kay  Starr,  also  of  Ijraian 
descent,  folk  singer  Burl  Ives,  Roy 
and  Dale  Evans. 

Besides  these  tributes,  the  pro-am  will 
acquaint  the  Nation’s  listeners  jft ith  secret  j 
Indian  ceremonial  rites  and  tribal  songs  never  | 
before  aired.  Ted  Robertsoiy;  producer  oft 
the  Straight  Arrow  progranyand  his  assist¬ 
ant,  Ray  Kemper,  devote#!  months  of  re- , 
search  gathering  these  sailed  Indian  rituals  * 
in  addition  to  making  /  special  trip  to  the 
Intertribal  Indian  Cenraionial  at  Gallup,  N.  • 
Mex.,  where  thousaiys  of  Indians,  members 
of  the  various  Nortjl  American  Indian  tribes, 
were  gathered  foytheir  annual  fiesta.  While 
the  Indians  w em  celebrating  their  holiday, 
Robertson  and/Kemper  were  busily  engaged 
recording  thq'activities  for  posterity. 

Perhaps  sfll  of  us  are  not  acquainted  with 
the  historical  background  of  real-estate  hold¬ 
ings  by Jfne  Pueblo  Indians  of  my  State.  The  S 
legal  tj^le  to  their  lands  are  contained  in  land 
grants  to  the  Pueblos  granted  as  far  back  as 
Charles  V  and  Phillip  II  of  Spain.  Those 
grants  to  the  Pueblo  Indians  have  protected 
them  in  their  real  property  up  to  the  mo- 
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ment,  having  been  recognized  under  the 
short  control  of  New  Mexico  by  Mexico  and 
by  the  United  States.  Ever  since  then  they 
have  lived  in  peace  and  have  known  that 
their  titles  could  not  be  lost  no  matter  how 
avaricious  the  white  man  might  be. 

So,  as  the  United  States  Senator  for  New 
Mexico,  a  State  with  a  large  Indian  popula¬ 
tion,  I  wish  to  add  my  thanks  and  congratu¬ 
lations  to  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Kemper,  the 
Straight  Arrow  program,  and  to  persons  who 
gave  their  time  to  acquaint  the  American 
public  with  the  cultural  background  of  our 

AMENDMENT  OP  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIRE¬ 
MENT  ACT— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  conference  re¬ 
port  on  House  bill  2944,  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  report  was  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide 
survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers 
of  persons  retiring  under  such  Act,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses,  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  omit 
the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the 
Senate  amendment,  and  on  page  2  of  the 
House  bill  strike  out  all  after  the  period  in 
line  1  down  through  the  period  in  line  7  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“The  life  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee 
making  such  election  shall  be  reduced  by  5 
per  centum  of  so  much  thereof  as  does  not 
exceed  $1,500,  plus  10  per  centum  of  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  such  life  annuity,  and  shall  be  fur¬ 
ther  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per 
centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full 
year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  hus¬ 
band  is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of 
such  retirement,  but  the  total  reduction  shall 
in  no  case  be  more  than  25  per  centum  of 
such  life  annuity.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

J.  Allen  Prear,  Jr., 

Ralph  E.  Flanders, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Tom  Murray, 

Jimmy  Morrison, 

Edward  H.  Rees, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  would  simply  like  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  South  Carolina  if 
it  is  a  unanimous  report,  signed  by  all 
the  Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  is  unanimous,  and  is  signed  by  all 
the  Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Does  it  differ 
very  much  from  the  bill  as  it  was  passed 
by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  is  a  little  less  liberal  than  the  bill  as 


passed  by  the  Senate.  The  bill  as  passed 
by  the  Senate  provided  for  a  deduction 
of  5  percent  of  the  amount  the  surviving 
spouse  is  left.  The  conference  report 
would  make  a  deduction  of  5  percent  on 
the  first  $1,500  of  the  annuity,  whatever 
it  may  be,  each  year;  and  for  anything 
above  that  amount,  the  rate  will  remain 
the  same  as  provided  by  the  present  law. 
So  the  conference  report  is  not  quite  so 
liberal  as  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  was  agreed 
to  by  all  the  conferees,  was  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  was. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

ATOMTt?  -  -roTERtyr ■ 

RUSSIA 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  less 
than  an  hour  ago  the  President  of  the 
United  States  issued  a  statement  to  the 
American  people  which  is  of  transcend¬ 
ent  importance.  I  wish  to  read  it  into 
jthe  Record: 

I  believe  the  American  people,  to  the 
fullest  extent  consistent  with  national 
security,  are  entitled  to  be  informed  of  all 
developments  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy. 
That  is  my  reason  for  making  public  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information. 

We  have  evidence  that  within  recent  weeks 
an  atomic  explosion  occurred  in  the 
|U.  S.  S.  R. 

Ever  since  atomic  energy  was  first  released 
by  man,  the  eventual  development  of  this 
new  force  by  other  nations  was  to  be  ex¬ 
pected.  This  probability  has  always  been 
taken  into  account  by  us. 

Nearly  4  years  ago  I  pointed  out  that 
“scientific  opinion  appears  to  be  practically 
unanimous  that  the  essential  theoretical 
knowledge  upon  which  the  discovery  is 
based  is  already  widely  known.  There  is  also 
substantial  agreement  that  foreign  research 
can  come  abreast  of  our  present  theoretical 
knowledge  in  time”  and,  in  the  three-nation 
declaration  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Prime  Ministers  of  the  United 
lingdom  and  of  Canada,  dated  November  15, 
1945,  it  was  emphasized  that  no  single  na- 
could  in  fact  have  a  monopoly  of 
imic  weapons. 

This  recent  development  emphasizes  once 
again,  if  indeed  such  emphasis  were  needed, 
the  necessity  for  that  truly  effective  enforce¬ 
able  international  control  of  atomic  energy 
which  this  Government  and  the  large  ma¬ 
jority  of  tmft  members  of  the  United  Nations 
support. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senate 
should  be  informed  that,  as  chairman 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy,  I  was  adviseckof  this  development 
at  about  3:15  o’eloWc  yesterday.  Last 
evening  I  sent  notices^  the  members  of 
the  joint  committee  ck  assemble  this 
morning.  We  did  assemble,  with  the 
members  of  the  CommissiWi  and  other 
officials  who  are  engaged  ir^vork  of  an 
allied  nature,  and  thoroughljtaliscussed 
this  subject.  The  committeeVvill,  of 
course,  continue  to  meet  after  sugicient 
;time  for  deliberation  upon  the  ii 
tions,  military  and  political,  which  \fris 
event  brings  about. 

|  Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President, 
news  which  has  been  given  to  us  through 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
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VConnecticut  TMr.  McMahon],  and  which 
£fae  Chief  Executive  has  given  to  the  Na¬ 
tion — that  Russia  has  exploded  an  atom¬ 
ic  bRmb — is  indeed  of  transcendent  im¬ 
portance.  The  decisions  which  we  shall 
have  t&  make  flowing  from  that  news 
will  be  of-  unsurpassed  gravity  and  fate¬ 
fulness.  iMjope  we  may  reach  these  de¬ 
cisions  without  fear,  without  hysteria, 
and  by  repelling  all  thoughtless  clamor. 

I  hope  the  national  decisions  which 
will  have  to  be  ma,de,  however  they  may 
be  made,  will  express  the  highest  level 
of  our  national  intelligence,  our  finest 
instincts  for  the  preservation  of  the  best 
in  humanity,  and  that  the  execution  of 
those  decisions  may  be  characterized  by 
resolute,  undeviating  courage. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  Pre's^dent,  some 
months  ago  I  submitted  a  Resolution 
which  was  referred  to  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Atomic  Energy.  The  Resolu¬ 
tion  calls  for  a  unilateral  declaration  on 
our  part  that  we  will  not  use  the  atd^aic 
bomb  unless  it  is  used  against  us.  Si 
posing  this  news  to  be  true,  I  would  not! 
be  inclined  to  suggest  that  we  enter  into 1 
negotiations  with  Russia  looking  to  an 
agreement  that  neither  nation  shall  use 
the  atomic  bomb  unless  attacked  by  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
assumes  that  the  routine  matters  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  are  disposed  of,  and  that  the 
matter  now  before  the  Senate  is  House 
bill  5007.  Discussions  will  proceed  on 
that  basis,  regardless  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  been  aware,  since  its  introduction, 
of  the  resolution  which  has  been  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 
This  is  probably  as  good  a  time  as  any 
to  point  out  that  the  United  States  Con¬ 
gress  does  not  need  at  this  late  date,  nor 
was  it  necessary  at  the  time  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  offered  the  resolution, 
to  point  out  to  all  the  world  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  had 
indicated  forthrightly  and  square^  to 
all  the  world  that  what  we  wanted  to 
do  with  atomic  energy  was  to  employ  it 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind,  not  for  its 
destruction.  I  merely  make  that  obser¬ 
vation  because  I  think  it  is  important  to^ 
point  out  that  we  did  rise  to  the  height; 
of  moral  leadership  at  a  time  when  cc 
ditions  seemed  to  demand  it,  and^we 
did  not  let  2  or  3  or  4  years  go  by  be¬ 
fore  we  initiated  our  effort.  Thy  great 
English  Socialist,  Laski,  who  Certainly 
bears  us  no  great  friendship  Jwas  com¬ 
pelled  to  testify,  when  we  ipfa de  known 
our  proposals  for  international  control, 
that  one  of  the  finest  pages  ever  written 
by  any  country  in  the  history  of  man¬ 
kind  had  thus  been  written  by  these  pro¬ 
posals.  We  said  to  gal  the  world,  “Here 
it  is.  Let  us  mak^  use  of  it  together. 
All  we  ask  are  effective  safeguards  that 
it  shall  not  be  used  to  destroy  us.” 

No,  Mr.  President,  our  record  in  this 
field  cannoybe  challenged  or  gainsaid. 
Thank  Godf  now  that  the  time  has  come 
which  some  of  us  foresaw  would  come, 
we  can,  in  the  wise  words  uttered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  MillikinI, 
proceed  to  the  deliberation  of  this  matter 
in  a  way  that  will  do  us  credit,  with  noth¬ 
ing  whatsoever  to  be  ashamed  of  in  our 
past. 


I  can  only  reiterate  the  plea  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  that  there  be  no 
hysteria. 

I  wish  to  reemphasize  that  our  entire 
atomic  program  has  been  based  upon 
the  assumption  that  this  very  thing 
would  come  to  pass,  because  we  knew  it 
would  come  to  pass.  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  1943,  as  divulged  by  the 
Canadian  spy  trials,  the  masters  of  the 
Kremlin  were  busily  engaged  at  that 
time  in  securing  what  knowledge  they 
could  of  this  great  secret  of  nature’s.  Of 
course  it  is  only  to  be  observed  that 
probably  they  started  their  project  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  concludes 
at  this  time  what  I  have  to  say  on  this 
subject,  but  I  wish  again  to  point  out  to 
the  Senate  that,  as  individual  Senators 
and  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,  of 
the  record  thus  far  written  we  can  be 
decidedly  proud. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  is  absent.  I  am  a  member  of 
that  committee.  I  have  listened  with  a 
i?reat  deal  of  respect  to  what  the  Seng** 
rs  from  Connecticut  and  Colorado  haVe 
said,  and  I  concur  in  their  statements. 
TheSauestion  they  have  discussed, fiatu- 
rally  Brings  to  our  minds  the  question  of 
defenses  I  can  only  say  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Sendees,  from 
the  many'' meetings  of  that'  committee 
which  I  hav.e  attended,  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon  and  in  thfe,Capitol,  that  I  believe  our 
military  leader^are  proceeding  with  de¬ 
liberateness,  wiu\  intellectual  capacity, 
with  efficiency,  ancWith  courage,  to  plan 
the  defense  of  thiri&mntry  in  any  emer¬ 
gency,  including/theN^mergency  which 
may  be  brought  more\to  the  fore  by 
the  knowledge  we  have-,  received  this 
morning.  Lmelieve  the  information  as 
to  this  neitf  development  wHl  cause  no 
particular  change  in  their  nRnds,  and 
occasion’  them  no  great  surpKse,  and 
that  \ye  may  have  complete  conficlnpce  in 
thei/  proceeding  with  the  defense  and 
security  of  our  country  in  a  way  that 

II  give  all  of  us  the  greatest  possible 
Confidence. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 1 
take  but  a  moment.  Throughout  the 
debate  on  the  arms-to-Europe  proposal, 
which  to  my  mind  was  both  unduly 
limited  and  inadequate,  I  was  troubled,  as 
a  citizen  and  as  a  Senator,  because  I 
thought  we  were  working  in  a  vacuum; 
we  were  not  in  possession  of  all  the  facts 
on  which  a  completely  adequate  decision 
could  be  made  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  and  the  world.  Since  the  Sen¬ 
ate  passed  the  military  assistance  bill, 
not  a  day  has  passed  until  we  have  laid 
before  us  a  bolt  of  information  so  preg¬ 
nant,  so  delicate  and  complicated  that  it 
undeniably  would  have  changed  what  we 
did  yesterday. 

I  should  like  to  say,  as  one  who  thinks 
we  live  in  an  age  in  which  the  survival  of 
humanity  itself  is  at  stake,  that  in  the 
future  any  branch  of  the  Government,  or 
any  individual  within  any  branch,  either 
executive  or  legislative,  which  has  in  its 
possession  any  information  on  which  ac¬ 
curate  decisions  must  be  based  should 
lay  it  before  this  body  in  time  for  us  to 
consider  it  before  taking  action,  as  we 


September  23 

r> 

did  yesterday;  not  knowing  in  that  in¬ 
stance  what  we  did  or  where  this  Nation 
and  the  other  countries  of  the  yrorld 
were  going. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  pleased  to  yield. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  will  only  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington'that  the  news 
which  has  been  divulge^f  now  reinforces 
the  belief  of  the  Senator  from  Connec¬ 
ticut  that  he  voted  Wisely  yesterday. 

Mr.  CAIN.  If  ttje  Senator  will  permit 
me  to  respond  briefly,  I  have  a  perfect 
understanding  of  the  integrity  and  views 
of  the  Senator" from  Connecticut.  The 
point  I  was  rrj&king,  however,  is  that  most 
Senators,  having  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  announcement  which  the  Presi¬ 
dent  was  to  make  this  morning,  voted 
yesterday,  without  information  adequate 
to  the*  task.  If  we  keep  on  doing  that,  I 
wisfef  to  state,  not  alone  to  my  friend,  the 
ator  from  Connecticut,  but  to  every 
her  Senator  and  to  every  other  Ameri¬ 
can  citizen,  we  are  going  to  make  mis¬ 
takes  for  which  there  will  be  no  excuse 
and  from  which  there  will  be  no  escape. 
Any  decision  which  overlooks  or  ignores 
facts  is  a  decision  not  to  be  trusted.  If 
the  President  has  known  for  days  that 
the  Russians  possessed  an  atomic  weap¬ 
on,  I  think  it  incredible  that  he  did  not  so 
advise  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Did  the  Senator  ever 
think  of  the  possibility  that,  had  the  an¬ 
nouncement  been  made  yesterday,  which 
the  Senator  claims  might  well  have  been 
made,  it  would  have  influenced  the  vote 
taken  at  6  o’clock  last  night?  Does  the 
Senator  also  realize  that  the  President 
had  to  be  definitely  assured  by  his  ad¬ 
visers  as  to  the  definiteness  of  the  infor¬ 
mation,  before  making  an  announcement 
of  this  kind  and  character? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Permit  me  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  if  the  information,  as  re¬ 
leased  by  the  President  this  morning,  was 
a  fact,  regardless  of  what  anyone  would 
have  thought  about  it  in  terms  of  in¬ 
fluence,  that  information  ought  to  have 
been  laid  before  the  Senate  before  we  de¬ 
cided  to  pursue  a  course  of  new  and  dan¬ 
gerous  action  for  this  country  and  the 
orld. 

MILITARY  PAY  BILL 

^e  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the.  bill  <H.  R.  5007)  to  provide  pay, 
allowances,  and  physical  disability  retire¬ 
ment  for-  members  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Air  Force.JVIarine  Corps,  Coast  Guard, 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  Public  Health 
Service,  the  rteserve  components  thereof, 
the  National  GtRird,  and  the  Air  National 
Guard,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
is  advised  committee  amendments  are 
pending.  Does  the  J&nator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  or  the  Senator  ftom  Illinois  wish 
the  committee  amendments  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  first? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  perhaps  we 
should  start  on  the  committ&a.  amend¬ 
ments,  if  that  is  agreeable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  and  in  accordance  with  thmeus- 
tom  and  precedents,  the  committee 
amendments  will  be  considered  first,  be*- 
fore  other  amendments  are  offered.  The1 
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Mr.  Murray  of  Tennessee,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  sub¬ 
mitted  the  following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  2944] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (II.  R.  2944)  to 
amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons 
retiring  under  such  act,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 

Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  Senate 
amendment,  omit  the  matter  proposed  to  he  inserted  by  the  Senate 
amendment,  and  on  page  2  of  the  House  hill  strike  out  all  alter  the 
period  in  line  1  down  through  the  period  in  line  7  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  The  life  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making 
such  election  shall  be  reduced  by  5  per  centum  of  so  much  thereof  as  foes 
not  exceed  $1,500,  plus  10  per  centum  of  the  balance  of  such  life  annuity, 
and  shall  be  further  reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life 
annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any,  the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under 
the  age  of  sixty  at  the  dale  of  such  retirement,  but  the  total  reduction  shall 
in  no  case  be  more  than  25  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Tom  Murray, 

Jimmy  Morrison, 

Edward  H.  Rees, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

,1.  Allen  Frear,  Jr., 

Ralph  E.  Flanders, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  hill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for 
widows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  under  such  act,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report: 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  provides  that  the  annuity  of  an  officer 
or  employee  electing  the  survivorship  benefits  of  such  subsection 
shall  be  equal  to  90  percent  of  the  annuity  such  officer  or  employee 
would  otherwise  receive.  The  House  bill  did  not  change  this  pro¬ 
vision.  The  Senate  amendment  increased  the  annuity  payable  under 
Ibis  subsection  to  95  percent  of  the  full  annuity. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  which  provides  that,  the 
annuity  of  an  officer  or  employee  electing  survivorship  benefits  shall 
be  reduced  by  5  percent  of  the  first  $1,500  of  such  annuity,  plus  10 
percent  of  the  balance  of  such  annuity. 

Tom  Murray, 

Jimmy  Morrison, 
Edward  H.  Rees, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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ike  that  statement  at  this  time?  Be¬ 
came  he  wanted  us  to  give  $1,400,000,000 
to  aftji  all  the  countries  signatory  to  the 
AtlanlHc  Pact,  one  of  the  most  ridiculous 
and  asltoine  things  a  nation  could  do. 
We  talk  \ar  and  get  ready  for  war  and 
we  all  wan^peace. 

What  wotl^d  happen  if  Russia  came 
over  here  a\d  armed  Cuba?  What 
would  happen  ft  Russia  came  over  here 
and  armed  Mexico?  It  would  be  like 
sticking  a  dagger  right  into  the  heart  of 
our  Nation.  We  wouj^d  be  suspicious  and 
skeptical  of  her  moth 
I  think  it  is  the  mosV  untimely  thing 
that  could  happen  to  the\jlmerican  peo¬ 
ple.  I  ask  that  the  House  (^Representa¬ 
tives  not  yield  on  the  queMon  of  in¬ 
creasing  the  authorization  ^or  these 
arms.  We  should  not  give  themfui  nickel 
to  arm  any  foreign  country  in  peacetime. 
War,  war,  war  is  inevitable  if  youtarm 
those  foreign  countries,  and  eventually 
the  arms  may  be  used  against  us. 

You  armed  Russia  to  the  tune  ol 
$12,500,000,000  under  lend-lease;  you 
gave  China  over  $2,000,000,000  to  arm 
themselves.  Do  you  wish  now  we  had 
not?  Why  is  not  that  lesson  enough? 
Do  not  let  the  President  scare  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  to  go  along  with  such  a 
scheme.  Every  Member  of  Congress  who 
votes  for  it  will  surely  rue  the  day.  God 
save  America;  give  us  the  spirit  of  broth¬ 
erly  love;  help  us  to  help  ourselves  and 
keep  our  nose  out  of  foreigners’  troubles 
and  attend  to  our  own  business. 
PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GRANT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala¬ 
bama? 

There  .was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  FARMERS’  DAY 

Mr.  GRANT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to¬ 
day  introduced  a  joint  resolution  request¬ 
ing  this  Congress  to  authorize  and  desig¬ 
nate  a  national  day,  emphasizing  the 
importance  of  agriculture,  to  be  known 
as  Farmers’  Day. 

From  time  to  time  the  Congress  has 
authorized  and  set  apart  certain  (Jays 
of  the  year  in  commemoration  oy  the 
birthday  of  some  great  person,  er  has 
designated  certain  days  in  commemora¬ 
tion  of  special  events  in  the  history  of 
our  Nation. 

In  1894,  the  first  Monday' of  Septem¬ 
ber  in  each  year  was  made'a  legal  public 
holiday  to  be  known  as  Labor’s  Holiday. 
While  those  who  follow  the  pursuits  of 
agriculture  are  laborers,  the  day  has  in 
actual  practice  come  to  *be  celebrated 
more  by  the  industrial  worker.  The 
farmers  of  the  Nation  are  glad  that  such 
day  has  been  designated  and  they  often 
join  with  their  fellow  workers  in  the 
celebration,,  of  this  day. 

The  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ala¬ 
bama  recently  approved  the  following 
Senate-' joint  resolution: 

Whereas  a  well-balanced  economic  develop¬ 
ment  of  this  Nation  is -essential  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  prospective  general  welfare  of  all 
the  people;  and 


Whereas  the  present  and  prospective  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  balanced  economy  demands 
the  encouragement  and  development  of  all 
agricultural  pursuits  and  enterprises;  and 

Whereas  the  continued  development  and 
well-being  of  the  entire  country  depends  on 
a  sound  agricultural  program  on  parity  with 
other  pursuits;  and 

Whereas  agricultural  groups  should  have 
equal  recognition  and  encouragement  along 
with  all  other  national  groups  and  inter¬ 
ests:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  senate  ( the  house  of  rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring )  — 

1.  That  the  Congress  is  hereby  respect¬ 
fully  urged  to  enact  legislation  looking  to 
the  establishment  of  a  national  day  em¬ 
phasizing  the  paramount  importance  of  agri¬ 
culture,  to  be  known  as  Farmers’  Day,  in 
recognition  of  the  importance  of  agriculture 
in  a  balanced  national  economy. 

2.  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of  this  reso¬ 
lution  be  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore  of  the  Senate  and  to  the  Members  of 
the  Congress  from  Alabama. 

Approved  September  17,  1949. 

While  agriculture  has  always  been  the 
sic  wealth  of  our  Nation,  its  true  im- 
pTjftance  has  not  been  recognized  by 
Congress  and  the  Nation  generally  until 
the  past  few  years.  We  all  know  and 
recognize  that  if  this  Nation  is  to  be 
prosperous,  that  we  must  have  a  pros¬ 
perous  agriculture.  A  panic,  ,or  reces¬ 
sion,  is  firskfelt  in  the  agricultural  sec¬ 
tions  of  the’Nation,  and  then  certainly 
but  surely  it  expands  and  extends  to  the 
industrial  sections.  When  the  farmer 
makes  money,  hat  freely  spends  it  for 
goods  manufactured  In  other  parts  of 
the  Nation.  A  prosperous  industrial  sec¬ 
tion  cannot  exist  witnput  a  prosperous 
agricultural  nation.  Wh^n  an  unbiased 
history  is  written  of  the  Me  war,  it  will 
give  the  farmer  proper  credit  for  the 
part  that  he  played  in  the  vuJ$ory.  This 
can  be  done  without  reflectin^uipon  the 
great  work  done  by  others  in  tnfe  indus¬ 
trial  sections. 

While  it  is  true  that  we  could  not^ave 
armed  our  fighters  and  those  of  our^l- 
lie^  without  the  great  records  of  produc¬ 
tion  on  the  assembly  lines  which  turned 
.  out  jeeps,  arms,  airplanes,  ships,  and 
other  munitions  of  war,  at  the  same  time 
these  could  not  have  been  produced  were 
it  not  for  the  fact  that  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  were  producing  the  food  and  fiber 
that  were  sent  to  the  front  and  which 
was  consumed  by  those  in  the  industrial 
sections.  This  production,  which  was  in 
ever  mounting  tonnage,  was  produced 
under  great  handicaps,  because  many 
young  men  from  the  farms  were  at  the 
front,  and  old  men,  women,  and  children 
came  to  the  rescue.  There  was  a  great 
shortage  of  fertilizer,  farm  equipment, 
and  other  necessities  used  by  the  farm¬ 
ers,  but  in  spite  of  these  handicaps  and 
by  hard  work,  they  met  the  challenge  by 
increased  production. 

So  it  is  fitting  and  proper  that  some 
day  during  the  year  be  set  aside  in  order 
that  the  Nation  may  pay  tribute  to  the 
tillers  of  the  soil.  The  first  Wednesday 
of  each  October  is  only  a  suggested  day. 
It  would  be  practically  impossible  to  set 
aside  any  certain  day  in  the  year  that 
would  apply  equally  to  all  sections  of  the 
country;  however,  the  early  fall  is  gen¬ 


erally  the  harvest  season  of  the  year, 
anyone  has  other  dates  to  suggest,  I 
sure  that  the  committee  to  which/ 
resolution  is  being  referred  will  by  glad 
to  hear  from  them. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARI 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Davis  of  Georgia)  was  giv^n  permission 
to  extend  his  remarks  in  £fie  Record  and 
include  extraneous  matter. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HON.  ANTON  MACIEJEWSKI 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  news 
of  the  untimely  death  of  Hon.  Anton 
Maciejewski  on  Sunday  September  25 
comes  with  a  shocking  suddenness,  and 
brings  grief  and  regret  to  all  who  were 
associated  with  him  in  the  Seventy-sixth 
and  Seventy-seventh  Congresses. 

My  sincere  sympathy  goes  to  his  wid¬ 
ow  and  to  his  family,  and  I  think  we  all 
join  in  the  sentiment  that  his  life  and 
character  may  be  always  a  sustaining 
memory  to  them. 

MUTUAL  DEFENSE  ASSISTANCE  ACT  OF 
1949 

Mr.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5895)  to  promote 
the  foreign  policy  and  provide  for  the 
defense  and  general  welfare  of  the 
United  States  by  furnishing  military  as¬ 
sistance  to  foreign  nations,  with  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  whether  this  is  the  bill  which 
/as  passed  in  the  other  body  on  Friday 
i^ative  to  the  appropriation  of  $1,400,- 
OO&jOOO  to  arm  foreign  nations? 

KEE.  This  is  the  military-assist¬ 
ance  ’bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  is  going  to  be  the 
attitude\f  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  HousNso  far  as  insisting  on  the 
amount  whnjh  we  voted  for  here?  Or 
are  we  going\o  agree  to  give  the  other 
body  their  wajnm  voting  for  $1,400,000,- 
000  for  that  purpose?  It  is  just  $1,400,- 
000,000  too  much. 

Mr.  KEE.  I  canNonly  speak  for  one 
conferee  of  the  Housewand  I  do  not  de¬ 
sire  to  comment  on  hik  attitude.  And 
I  could  not  possibly  comnWit  on  the  atti¬ 
tude  of  the  other  members^ 

Mr.  RICH.  I  heard  on  thVradio  yes¬ 
terday  that  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
other  body,  who  is  a  leader  ov^;  there, 
said  he  is  going  to  stick  up  for  flae  full 
amount  of  $1,400,000,000  to  arm  all\hese 
countries  of  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  and 
that  is  in  the  face  of  a  statement  mafe 
by  the  President  that  they  have  an 
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atomic  bomb  now  in  Russia.  If  there 
Is  anything  that  would  make  a  country 
use  an  atomic  bomb  on  any  other  coun¬ 
try,  this  bill  that  you  are  putting  through 
is  the  ve,ry  thing  that  will  do  it.  It  is  in¬ 
flaming  all  the  world  now.  Instead  of 
talking  pe&qe,  peace,  peace,  you  are  going 
to  get  us  into  war,  war,  war,  if  you  put 
this  bill  through.  You  ought  to  know 
better.  The  House  of  Representatives 
ought  to  know  be’Her.  The  Senate  of  the 
United  States  ougli\to  know  better.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  ought  to 
know  better.  We  oiifcjit  to  try  to  get 
peace  in  a  peaceful  wa>;  instead  of  try¬ 
ing  to  ■arm  all  the  countries  of  the  world. 

That  surely  means  war.  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  wrong  to  pass  such  legislation  as 
this.  You  know  it.  The  President  knows 
it,  and  so  do  all  sensible  thinking,  people. 

Yet  you  talk  war  and  want  peade. 

In  the  name  of  good  common  ^nse, 
let  us  hold  it  up.  Stop  our  arming 'the 
world.  \ 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  ought  to  object, 
to  this  bill  going  through.  I  want  to  \reduce  these  appropriations  that  have 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  TABER  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  the  monthly  eco¬ 
nomic  letter  of  the  Northeast  Founda¬ 
tion. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  FISCAL  SITUATION 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  plac¬ 
ing  in  the  Record  the  monthly  economic 
letter  to  the  Northeast  Farm  Foundation 
because  it  shows  how  the  enormous 
spending  that  is  going  on  in  this  country 
is  affecting  the  ordinary  citizen.  I  hope 
that  everyone  will  read  it.  Unless  we 
take  it  upon  ourselves  to  hold  back  and 
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know  whether  the  conferees  are  going 
to  pass  this  legislation  and  agree  to  this 
$1,400,000,000.  I  do  not  want  any  more 
warmongering  in  this  Nation  of  ours. 
You  have  been  doing  it  too  long. 

Mr.  Speaker,  therefore,  I  object.  Let 
us  stop  it.  Let  us  stop  it  now. 
CONVEYANCE  OP  LAND  TO  NORFOLK 

COUNTY  TRUST  CO.  IN  STOUGHTON, 

MASS. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5356)  to 
provide  for  the  conveyance  of  land  to  the 
Norfolk  County  Trust  Co.  in  Stoughtorrr 
Mass.,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  4,  after  “sell”.  Insert:  “at  an. 
appraised  fair  market  value.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  ■. 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- . 
sissippi  [Mr.  Whittington]? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Re 
serving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speak 
this  Senate  amendment  provides  thatitoe 
Government  shall  get  a  fair  value  for  the 
property,  and  I  have  no  objection  >6  that 
at  all. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection 

The  Senate  amendment  yf&s  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider jwas  laid  on  the 
table. 

fSH  RESTORATION 
4T  PROJECTS 

The  SPEAKER,4aid  before  the  House; 
the  following  re/juest  from  the  Senate  of  j 
the  United  States: 

Ordered,  ThAt  the  Secretary  be  directed  to* 
request  the  /House  of  Representatives  to  re-- 
turn  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  1746)  en-j 
titled  “fyri  act  to  provide  that  the  United: 
States  yhall  aid  the  States  in  fish  restoration 1 
and  management  projects,  and  for  other 
purobses.” 

/The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,: 

Xhe  request  of  the  Senate  is  granted. 

There  was  no  objection. 


been  made  and  that  are  being  proposed, 
the  United  States  is  going  to  run  in  the 
red  for  the  fiscal  year  1950  at  least 
$5,006,000,000.  We  cannot  raise  our 
taxes  apy  higher  than  they  are  now. 
The  burden  upon  the  ordinary  citizen  is 
getting  to  the  point  where  the  deficit 
alone  is  running  to  the  tune  of  $35  a  year 
for  every  mail,  woman,  and  child  in  the 
United  States.  It  is  about  time  that  the 
Congress  of  the  "United  States  woke  up 
and  began  to  realize  its  responsibilities. 

The  SPEAKER.  Tfie  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  has 

-expiced.  . .  . .....  mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmt  hm—  i 


more  than  25  per  centum  of  such  lifp 
annuity.”  And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  sar 
Tom  Murray, 

Jimmy  Morrison, 

Edward  H.  Rees, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

J.  Allen  Frea*,  Jr., 

Ralph  E.  Fl^tders, 
Managers  on  the  Part  j/f  the  Senate. 

STATEMEK 

The  managers  on  the  nftrt  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  thm'disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (IT  R.  2944)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  n/ovide  survivorship  benefits 
for  widows  or  .widowers  of  persons  retiring 
under  such  a^,  submit  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  rec¬ 
ommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report  y 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  provides  that  the  annuity  of  an 
officer  or  employee  electing  the  survivorship 
benefits  of  such  subsection  shall  be  equal  to 
90  percent  of  the  annuity  such  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  would  otherwise  receive.  The  House 
bill  did  not  change  this  provision  The 
Senate  amendment  increased  the  annuity 
payable  under  this  subsection  to  95  percent 
of  the  full  annuity. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment 
which  provides  that  the  annuity  of  an  officer 
or  employee  electing  survivorship  benefits 
shall  be  reduced  by  5  percent  of  the  first 
$1,500  of  such  annuity,  plus  10  percent  of  tha 
balance  of  such  annuity. 

Tom  Murray, 

Jimmy  Morrison, 
Edward  H.  Rees, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


AID  TO  STATES  IN 
AND  MANAGE! 


CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  ACT 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Tennessee  submitted 
the  following  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944),  “An 
act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retire¬ 
ment  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
to  provide  survivorship  benefits  for  wid¬ 
ows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  un¬ 
der  such  act,”  for  printing  in  the  Record: 

CONFERENCE  REPORT  (H.  REPT.  NO.  1339) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2944)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to  provide 
survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers 
of  persons  retiring  under  such  act,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  omit 
the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the 
Senate  amendment,  and  on  page  2  of  the 
House  bill  strike  out  all  after  the  period  in 
line  1  down  through  the  period  in  line  7  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  “The 
life  annuity  of  the  officer  or  employee  making 
such  election  shall  be  reduced  by  5  per 
centum  of  so  much  thereof  as  does  not  exceed 
$1,500,  plus  10  per  centum  of  the  balance  of 
such  life  annuity,  and  shall  be  further 
reduced  by  three-fourths  of  1  per  centum  of 
such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any, 
the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the 
age  of  sixty  at  the  date  of  such  retirement, 
but  the  total  reduction  shall  in  no  case  be 


VETERANS’  HOSPITAL  FOR  NEGRO 
VETERANS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6034)  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  vet¬ 
erans’  hospital  for  Negro  veterans  at  the 
birthplace  of  Booker  T.  Washington  in 
Franklin  County,  Va. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  is  the  bill? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  This  is  the  Booker 
ashington  Hospital  bill, 
j.  McCORMACK.  I  may  say  that 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  con¬ 
ferred  with  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  The  bill  is  a  deserving  one. 

The  SHAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was -no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  ere..  That  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans’  Affairs'^  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  acquire  \at  the  birthplace  of 
Booker  T.  WashingtonVJn  Franklin  County, 
Va.,  a  suitable  site  and  6fect  thereon  a  hos¬ 
pital  for  Negro  veterans. 

Sec.  2.  The  sum  of  $5,00Cto00  is  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  purpose  set  forth  in 
section  1  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be^engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  \tie  third 
time  and  passed,  and  a  motion\to  re¬ 
consider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks' 


/ 


1949 
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tion  that  was  not  done  correctly  under 
WPA.  This  bill  will  provide  the  neces¬ 
sary  authorization  to  complete  the  proj¬ 
ect  bKthe  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield.  \ 

Mr.  RICH.  Was  this  started  by  WPA 
without  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation? 

Mr.  D ’EWART/  It  was  under  the 
WPA  program,  the  relief  program, 
started  several  years  ago.  I  am  not 
advised  as  to  that  particular  point. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  now  recommend  that  the  proj¬ 
ects  be  completed? 

Mr.  D’EWART.  The  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  definitely  recommends  the 
completion  of  the  project.  In  fact,  it 
is  about  two-thirds  or  three-quarters 
completed  now.  Without  this  author¬ 
ization  and  an  accompanying  bill  that 
is  in  the  agricultural  bill,  we  cannot 
complete  the  project.  The  one  that  is 
in  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  has  to 
do  with  the  transfer  of  credits  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  buildings 
and  homes  on  the  tract. 

Mr.  RICH.  -Will  this  be  transferred 
to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  to  look 
after,  after  it  is  completed? 

Mr.  D’EWART.  It  will  be  transferred 
to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  repay¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  The  bill  has  been 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Committee 
on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Murdock]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Is  authorized  to  complete  the 
construction  of  Irrigation  facilities,  Includ¬ 
ing  necessary  drainage  works,  on  the  first  and 
second  divisions  of  the  Buffalo  Rapids  pro] 
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and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  was  laid  on  the 
tgWg, :  


AMENDING  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIRE¬ 
MENT  ACT  OF  MAY  29,  1930 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Tennessee.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  2944)  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  to  provide  survivorship 
benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  per¬ 
sons  retiring  under  such  act,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House,  September 
26,  1949.) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

weaim1  pr'CTBTinw  iUUMMU  Mjflfi'gEEg1 

OF  TH^  FOREIGN  ECONOMIQ^ADMIN 

ISTRATIOfJ 

Mr.  HOBHs.  Mr.  Speaker  ask  unan¬ 


imous  consent 
desk  the  bill 
‘  of  certain  consult: 
by  the  Technical 
Committee  of  the 
ministration,  an 
with  Senate  am 


take 


Speaker’s 
for  the  relief 
merly  employed 
strial  Intelligence 
ign  Economic  Ad- , 
other  purposes, 
dmente,  and  concur  in 


the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk/ead  the  title \f  the  bill. 

The  Clyffe  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as' follows: 

Page  p,  strike  out  lines  14  and\lf>  and 
lnsertjf 

"Sae.  3.  No  certificate  or  statement’^  to 
sucjl  Items  furnished  such  employees  shall 
bar  required  of  them:  Provided,  That  tft^s 
section  shall  not  be  construed  to  waive  the. 


ect,  Montana,  as  approved  by  the  President  /  filing  by  such  employees  of  any  certificate 


under  authority  of  the  act  of  May  10,  1939 
(53  Stat.  685),  and  the  act  of  October  1 
1940  (54  Stat.  1119),  as  amended:  Providj 
That  of  the  funds  heretofore  or  hereafter 
expended  for  such  construction  an  aqsrbunt 
equal  to  $60  per  Irrigable  acre  as  determined 
and  announced  by  the  Secretary  oL' the  In¬ 
terior  upon  completion  of  the  project  shall 
be  reimbursable  by  the  water  uSers  over  a 
repayment  period  of  not  to  exqfeed  60  years, 
and  provision  for  the  recovefV  thereof  and 
for  payment  of  thfe  operaUAn  and*  mainte¬ 
nance  costs  of  the  Irrigation  and  drainage 
features  of  the  project  snail  be  made  by  a 
contract  or  ’  contracts/satlsfactory  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Integer. 

Sec.  2.  To  carry  gtit  the  purposes  of  this 
act,  the  Secretarv^of  the  Interior  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  ajfot  any  moneys  available 
from  appropriations  heretofore  made  to  the 
Department  or  the  Interior  for  “water  con¬ 
servation  anifi  utility  projects”  and  “water 
conservation  and  utilization  projects,”  and 
there  Is  hifceby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
to  the  Jjepartment  of  the  Interior,  out  of 
any  Money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  of  money  as  may 
be^necessary  to  complete  the  project. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
'time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 


or  statement  required  to  be  submitted  un¬ 
der  existing  law  or  regulations  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  per  diem  allowances  exclusive  of 
such  items  as  defined  In  section  1.” 

Page  6,  line  9,  after  “items”,  Insert  “and 
shall  be  made  within  1  year  after  the  en¬ 
actment  of  this  act.” 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. _ 

FOREIGN  AID  BILL 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the 
!  conference  report  on  the  bill,  H.  R.  4830, 
making  appropriations  for  foreign  aid, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1950, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  statement  be  read 
in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 


(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1949.) 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the,  gen¬ 
tleman  yield?  / 

Mr.  GARY.  I  shall  be  glad  t<?  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  This  conference  report 
deals  with  the  bill  appropriating  money 
for  ECA,  does  it  not?  / 

Mr.  GARY.  Yes.  / 

Mr.  RICH.  What  amount  have  the 
conferees  brought  backto  the  House? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  shall  make  a  complete 
explanation  of  the  conference  report, 
and  I  now  yield  myself  20  minutes  for 
that  purpose. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  is  recognized  for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  doubt  if 
there  has  been  a  single  bill  before  the 
Congress  this  session  that  has  been  de¬ 
liberated  as  carefully  as  the  measure  now 
before  you.  I  notice  from  the  papers  of 
yesterday  that  it  was  reported  that  the 
House  had  completely  capitulated  to  the 
Senate  and  that  the  conference  report  is 
a  great  Senate  victory.  I  am  not  here  to 
claim  victory  for  either  side.  I  do  want 
to  say  to  the  House,  however,  that  your 
managers  did  not  capitulate  to  anybody. 
This  bill  has  been  in  conference  for  2 
months.  The  conferees  have  had  nu¬ 
merous  sessions.  I  think  the  results 
which  we  present  to  you  today  can  be 
called  an  honest  and  reasonable  com¬ 
promise  of  the  differences  betwen  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  contains  several 
items.  In  the  first  place  it  embraces  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  Administration  for  the  last  half  of 
the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1949. 
The  budget  request  for  that  quarter  was 
$1,074,000,000. 

When  the  bill  left  the  conference  that 
quarter  had  ended.  We  knew  the  exact 
expenditures.  They  consumed  approxi¬ 
mately  $1,074,000,000.  Therefore,  the 
Senate  made  no  changes  in  that  figure 
and  the  figure  as  it  appears  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report  is  exactly  as  it  was  en¬ 
acted  by  the  House  and  approved  by  the 
^Senate  without  any  change. 

The  next  item  was  appropriations  for 
the  ECA  for  the  fiscal  year  1950.  It  will 
be  '^called  that  the  House  cut  the  esti¬ 
mate*, on  those  appropriations  approxi¬ 
mately  $600,000,000.  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  ECA  for  the  fiscal  year 
1950,  $3,568,470,000.  You  will  recall  that 
there  was  considerable  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  as  to  the  propriety 
of  cutting  the-.funds  by  that  amount. 
We  finally  agreed  to  allow  the  funds  to 
remain  as  reported  out  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  with  a  cut  of  $600,000,000,  but  placed 
a  provision  in  the  bill  allowing  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  with  theXapproval  of  the 
President,  to  spend  these  funds  within 
10X2  months  if  it  becaniet  necessary. 

When  the  bill  reached  th6\Senate  that 
body  increased  those  figures  hi  cash  ap¬ 
proximately  $60,000,000  and  m^de  a  cash 
appropriation  of  $3,568,380,000,  '%nd,  in 
addition  to  that,  it  authorized  loans,  from 
the  Treasury  of  $150,000,000.  Those 
Treasury  loans  will  be  advanced  to  the 
ECA  on  loans  that  the  ECA  makes  to 
these  countries  on  self -liquidating  proj- 
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eisfcs,  or  at  least  on  security.  They  are 
reiUy  loans. 

Tms  increased  the  House  figures  ap¬ 
proximately  $210,000,000,  but  the  Senate 
struck  <jut  of  the  bill  the  provision  per¬ 
mitting  the  Administrator  to  spend  these 
funds  in  m/2  months,  if  necessary,  so 
that  the  Senate  appropriation  was 
placed  entirely  on  a  12-month  basis. 
As  a  matter  oh^iact,  when  we  go  into 
the  conference  wWall  agreed  that  a  12- 
rnonth  basis  was  Referable,  and  conse¬ 
quently  on  that  item'there  never  was  any 
real  dispute  as  to  those  funds.  The 
House  accepted  the  Senate  figures.  The 
real  dispute  came  over  t&Q  items  in  the 
bill. 

You  will  recall  that  the  ‘House  defi¬ 
nitely  instructed  its  manages  that  it 
should  insist  upon  abolition  oNthe  so- 
called  watchdog  committee.  ThaVis  the 
joint  committee  of  the  Senate  an^  the 
House  which  was  created  last  yeatkto 
watch  the  activities  of  the  ECA.  That 
committee  had  allotted  to  it  last  year 
two  hundred  and  sixty  and  some  odd’ 
thousand  dollars.  They  asked  this  year 
for,  and  the  Senate  allotted  them,  $344,- 
000.  Your  conferees  felt  that  this  com¬ 
mittee  was  unnecessary.  The  House  felt 
that  it  was  unnecessary,  because  it  in¬ 
structed  us  to  fight  for  its  abolition.  I 
want  to  say  to  you  that  I  do  not  think 
any  managers  ever  carried  out  the  in¬ 
structions  of  the  House  with  greater 
force  than  did  your  managers  in  this 
instance,  but  we  finally  reached  an  im¬ 
passe,  and  we  got  to  a  point  where  this 
one  item  of  the  watchdog  committee  was 
blocking  any  agreement  upon  the  entire 
bill.  We  got  this  concession,  and  here  is 
what  we  decided  on.  Instead  of  giving 
them  $344,000  to  operate  on  next  year, 
we  in  this  bill  gave  them  $110,000  to  liq¬ 
uidate,  and  it  is  definitely  understood 
and  provided  and  written  into  the  bill 
that  the  committee  shall  liquidate  its  ac¬ 
tivities  as  of  June  30,  1950.  It  is  also 
definitely  understood  that  they  shall  liq¬ 
uidate  this  committee  next  year.  Obvi¬ 
ously,  you  just  cannot  abolish  this  com¬ 
mittee  overnight.  They  have  their 
agents  all  over  the  world,  in  Europe  and 


appointed  one  of  the  ablest  committees 
that  he  could  find  in  this  country  to  go 
over  and  make  a  study.  That  committee 
went  over  and  made  a  study;  it  made  a 
report.  The  United  States  alone^does  _ 
not  control  that  problem.  It  is  a  problem' 
that  has  to  be  decided  in  conference  witfi 
Great  Britain  and  with  France.  But,  a$ 
the  result  of  this  resurvey  a  new  agreef 
ment  was  entered  into,  whereby  159 
plants  that  had  been  previously  ordered 
to  be  dismantled  were  permitted  to  re¬ 
main.  Now,  as  to  the  $25,000  that  was 
put  into  this  bill,  it  was  doubtful  under 
this  language  whether  it  would  require 
the  ECA  to  go  back  and  make  a  resurvey. 
If  it  is  necessary,  it  ought  to  be  done. 
But,  the  House  conferees  felt  that  this 
was  largely  an  administrative  matter 
and  that  the  House  should  not  dictate  to 
the  ECA  officials  as  to  what  they  should 
do  in  this  matter;  consequently,  we 
finally  agreed  upon  the  language  which 
reads  as  follows:  “of  which  not  more 
than  $25,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  any  further  action  he 
lay  consider  advisable  to  carry  out  the,, 
provisions  of  section  115  (f)  of  the  Ecc 
nor^ic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  As 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  19,  1949 
Tha^k  means  that  we  appropriate  the 
$25,000,>fout  we  leave  it  entirely/within 
the  discretion  of  the  Administrator  as  to 
whether  ortaot  it  shall  be  used/and  as  to 
whether  the\esurvey  shall  l^e  made. 

Mr.  RICH.  T^lr.  Speakeijnvill  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I^ield 
from  Pennsylvania^ 

Mr.  RICH.  Since 
made  in  referenceJfo 
these  plants,  if  do 
authority  to  prohibit 


the  gentleman 


le  report  that  was 
^e  dismantling  of 
it  have  the  real 
it,  are  they 


working  withiGreat  Britaifkand  France 
now  to  permit  them  to  let  C^ose  plants 
remain? 

Mr.  G^-ftY.  That  is  a  very  lftje  ques¬ 
tion  iiyEurope  at  the  present  tame.  I 
can  assure  the  gentleman  that  the  TState 
Department,  the  ECA,  and  all  the  al 
ci $  dealing  with  foreign  aid  are  givi? 

eir  best  attention  to  it  and  collaborate 
ng  with  Great  Britain  and  France  with' 


£  °ther  sections’  ,che?king  UP  °n  Reference  to  its  proper  solution. 

ECA.  Those  people  have  got  to  b^  Mr  RICH.  This  committee  that  you 

have  watching  the  spending  of  this 


The  affairs  of  the 


brought  back  home.  _  __ 

committee  have  got  to  be  settled  iiy'an 
orderly  manner.  We  feel  that'  the 
amount  allowed  in  this  bill,  rather  than 
perpetuating  this  committee,/'  simply 
gives  it  an  opportunity  to  liquidate  its 
activities  in  an  orderly  proce, 

There  was  one  other  feature  in  this 
bill  over  which  there  was'some  contro¬ 
versy,  and  there  it  was  nfit  a  question  of 
the  amount.  It  was  more  a  question  of 
the  principle  involved  The  Senate  had 
put  in  a  clause  proyiding  that  $25,000  of 
the  appropriatior/might  be  used  to  re¬ 
survey  of  that'  entire  question.  The 
in  Germany,  ft  hat,  today,  is  one  of  the 
most  highly/controversial  questions  in 
the  entire  BQropean  situation.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  faq^,  a  survey  was  made  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Clay  when  he  was  in  charge  in  Ger¬ 
many,,'  They  decided  that  certain  plants 
should  be  dismantled.  When  we  created 
the  ECA,  the  Congress  insisted  on  a  re- 
^urvey  of  that  entire  question.  The 
-Economic  Administrator,  Mr.  Hoffman, 


money - 

Mr.  GARY.  Not  that  we  have;  that 
the  Senate  has. 

Mr.  RICH.  You  are  going  to  liquidate 
that  committee? 

Mr.  GARY.  Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Was  not  the  committee  of 
any  sendee  in  trying  to  keep  from 
squandering  the  money  thaf  we  hav^ 
given  to  these  people  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses? 

Mr.  GARY.  The  House  subcommittee 
that  handled  this  bill  and  others  in  the  ( 
House  have  been  unable  to  see  that  any 
benefits  at  all  have  been  derived  from 
that  committee.  For  that  reason,  we  in¬ 
sisted  upon  its  abolition,  and  the  House 
sustained  us,  because  we  had  a  vote  on 
it  in  the  House  and  the  managers  were 
Instructed  to  insist  that  the  committee  be 
abolished. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  is  satisfied 
now  that  the  Director  of  ECA  is  spend¬ 


ing  this  money  to  advantage,  but  to 
advantage  of  whom? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  personally  am 
that  he  is  spending  this  money 
best  interest  of  the  United  States 
world  recovery.  I  do  not  knoyr  of  any 
person  for  whom  I  have  greater  respect, 
particularly  as  to  his  ability';  than  Mr. 
Hoffman,  who  is  the  Administrator  of  the 
ECA.  I  think  he  has  ajf  exceptionally 
efficient  organization,  lie  has  able  staff 
members.  In  my  judgment  he  is  doing 
a  magnificent  job  iq/the  administration 
of  these  funds. 

Mr.  RICH,  ^understand  the  sum 
total  is  $3,628,0 

Mr.  GARYS  I  have  not  finished.  I 
have  severaLmher  items  to  discuss.  Then 
I  will  give  tffe  sum  total. 

Mr.  PJCH.  That  is  to  be  spent  in 
either  months  or  12  months,  as  the 
Administrator  sees  fit?  < 

GARY.  The  10  V2  months  provi- 
out.  It  is  now  for  12  months. 

Ir.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  When 
the  Select  Committee  on  Foreign  Aid 
came  back  from  Germany  and  Austria" 
they  made  a  specific  recommendation 
with  reference  to  this  dismantling  pro¬ 
gram.  Following  that  the  House  adopted 
a  resolution  of  inquiry  which  went  into 
this  matter,  and  they  did  that  after  get¬ 
ting  some  unsatisfactory  responses.  I 
am  a  little  surprised  to  find  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  says  that  it  is  now  made  permis¬ 
sive  rather  than  mandatory  to  continue 
this  survey  of  this  dismantling  program. 

We  used  to  have  an  expression  out  our 
way  that  he  who  pays  the  fiddler  calls  the 
tune.  I  am  disturbed  to  have  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  say  that  the  United 
States  cannot  exercise  a  very  potent  voice 
in  this  dismantling  program.  We  put  up 
90  percent  of  the  dollar  cost  that  Britain 
had  when  we  took  over  the  English  zone. 
In  addition  to  taking  that  over,  here  we 
provide  this  whole  program  of  foreign 
aid.  I  am  unable  to  understand  why  we 
cannot  specifically  say  that  the  dismant¬ 
ling  program,  which  interferes  with  the 
ecov'ery  of  western  Europe  and  increases 
tile  bill  that  we  pay,  shall  be  suspended. 

GARY.  The  gentleman  mis- 
quotM  me.  I  did  not  say  the  United 
States^id  not  have  a  potent  voice.  I 
said  it  \ms  a  matter  to  be  decided  in 
agreemei^  with  Great  Britain  and 
France.  TVrere  have  been  numerous 
conferencescm  the  subject.  I  think  the 
problem  will  Imworked  out  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  ofWl  parties.  Certainly, 
insofar  as  this  bilUs  concerned,  the  pro¬ 
vision  which  has  Bfcen  written  into  the 
bill  by  the  conferees^iyill  permit  that  to 
be  done. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South^Dakota.  What 
assurance  did  the  gentleman  get  from 
Mr.  Hoffman  as  to  the  pollkv  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed?  Is  the  Humphrey  ^^ommittee 
continued? 

Mr.  GARY.  The  committe^MJot  no 
assurances.  It  asked  Mr.  Hoffman  for 
no  assurances  with  respect  to  this  m&tter. 
It  has  to  be  handled  by  the  Administ 
tor  of  ECA,  that  is,  by  the  new  Unit? 
States  Administrator  in  Germany,  Mr. 


[Public  Law  310— 81st  Congress] 

[Chapter  588 — 1st  Session] 

[H.  R.  2944] 

AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  to 
provide  survivorship  benefits  for  widows  or  widowers  of  persons  retiring  under 
such  Act. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  section  4  (b)  of 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  retiring  under  the  provisions  of  section 
1,  2,  or  6  of  this  Act  may,  at  the  time  of  retirement,  elect  to  receive 
in  lieu  of  the  life  annuity  described  herein  a  reduced  annuity  and  an 
annuity  after  death  payable  to  his  or  her  surviving  widow  or  widower 
designated  by  such  officer  or  employee  at  time  of  retirement  equal  to 
50  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  life  annuity  of  the  officer  or 
employee  making  such  election  shall  be  reduced  by  5  per  centum  of 
so  much  thereof  as  does  not  exceed  $1,500,  plus  10  per  centum  of  the 
balance  of  such  life  annuity,  and  shall  be  further  reduced  by  three- 
fourths  of  1  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity  for  each  full  year,  if  any, 
the  designated  wife  or  husband  is  under  the  age  of  sixty  at  the  date 
of  such  retirement,  but  the  total  reduction  shall  in  no  case  be  more 
than  25  per  centum  of  such  life  annuity.  The  annuity  of  such  widow 
or  widower  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  death 
of  the  officer  or  employee  occurs  or  the  first  day  of  the  month  following 
the  widow’s  or  widower’s  attainment  of  age  fifty,  whichever  is  the  later, 
and  such  annuity  or  any  right  thereto  shall  terminate  upon  his  or  her 
death  or  remarriage.” 

Approved  September  30,  1949. 
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